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Current Topics. 


The Long Vacation. 


Ir 1s understood that Mr. Justice Pioxrorp will take the first 
part of the Long Vacation, and that Mr. Justice Parxzr will 
act during the second part. 


The Report of the Solicitors’ Practice Committee. 

WE nave nothing to add to the observations we made a fort- 
night ago on the recommendations of this committee, except to 
say that the correspondence which has reached us the 
information we have received all shew that the suggestion of the 
audit of solicitors’ accounts by chartered accountants, against 
which we protested, is generally condemned, and there is some 
danger that the reasonable suggestions of the committee may be 
rejected because they are coupled with this proposal. We hope 
that this will not be the case. 


The Lord Chancellor’s Committee on the Courts. 
Tue PaRLiAMENTARY correspondent of the Zimes has blurted 
out the fact, which has been known for some time under the seal 
of confidence, that the Lord Chancellor's Committee have 
recommended the appointment of one additional Lord Justice of 
Appeal. The quarter from which the suggestion came, and its 
a adoption b ewe ha render us a to 
criticize the proposal without knowing the reasons alleged for it ; 
but it vould tapes to be aimed at the absence from the court 
of a member from illness or duties in connection with some com- 
mission, and it is difficult to see how its adoption can be likely 
materially to expedite the progress of business in the Court 
of Appeal. It would, no doubt, enable two courts of two 
judges each to be formed with another court of three judges; 
ut there is little business for two-judge courts. We think it 


is matter for regret that the committee did not boldly 
the appointment of three “‘ journeymen” Lords J uations ‘0 kelp 
in any court where assistance may be required. 


37 
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The Dispatch of Business in the High Court. 


Tue errort by Mr. Buckmaster, K.O., M.P., to inaugurate 
an inquiry into the arrangements for the dispatch of business in 
the Hi h Court will not be without the sympathy of those who 
think that causes are not tried with the same celerity or in the 
same businesslike fashion as in former days. We have it on 
the high authority of Lord Axteze, in his autobiography, that 
Lord Kzwyon and Lord E:tensoroven tried causes at the rate 
of twenty to twenty-five a day. The very last day that Lord 
Extensoroven sat at Guildhall, when he was labouring under 
great infirmity and weakness, he tried seventeen defended 
causes. Some of these trials might have been shortened by 
the inability of the parties to give evidence according to technical 
rules which have since been abolished, but it must be remembered 
that there is much in the present practice which has a tendency 
to e ite the hearing of 4 case. As a contrast to this 
expedition, a trial affecting the character of persons in good 
social position, in which seven or eight days are occupied by the 
hearing of evidence, and two or three days by the speeches of 
panna | and the summing-up, is no unusual occurrence at the 
present day, but such a demand on the time of the court was 
apparently unknown in the eighteenth century. 


The Law Society’s Meeting. 

THE AMENDMENT to the resolution proposed by the Council 
relative to three retiring members of their body being ineligible 
for re-election for one year, declaring that the whole of the 
retiring members should be ineligible for one year, was negatived 
at the recent meeting, and the other resolution, also proposed 
by the Council, that a committee should in each year be appointed 
to confer with a committee of the Council as to suitable candi- 
dates for vacancies in the Council, was also negatived ; but polls 
were demanded as to both questions, and we shall not know 
until the 25th inst. the decision upon them. At the adjourned 
meeting we presume that the first resolution will have to 
be put and voted upon, and that the report of the Solicitors’ 
Practice Committee will sometime have to be adopted or rejected. 
Are we to have another poll as to these matters? Each 
poll is understood to cost somewhere about £100. We 
cannot say we look upon the partial surrender by the Council as 
to the ineligibility question with much satisfaction ; it seems to us 
the inevitable wh. will be that the ineligible members will 
never return to the Council, and that very valuable assistance 
and advice will be lost ; but if the amendment were carried, and 
the whole of the retiring members were excluded from re-election, 

t difficulty would arise in carrying on the work of the 
Council with new and inexperienced men. Still worse would it 
be if this difficulty should lead to the retirement from the 
Council of members of high standing in the profession and long 
experience in the business of the society. The issue to be decided 
with regard to this matter is of vital importance to the society. 
It is easy for a body like the Council of the Law Society b 
foolish action to lose influence with the authorities, and it will 
be a bad day for the profession when this occurs. 


What is ‘‘a Building of an Unseemly 
Description ?’’ 

Tux case of Murray's Trustees v. Trustecs of St. Margaret's 
Convent, decided by the House of Lords on the 13th of May, 
was an action to enforce as a servitude a restrictive covenant 
whereby the covenantors bound themselves not to erect 
upon a piece of ground particularly described “ any 
buildi of an unseemly description.” The defendants 
 nengpan that the restriction was too vague to be enforceable. 

ew cases where an instrument has been held void for un- 
certainty are to be found in the English reports. Among 
the best known are Peck v. Halesy (2 P. Wms. 387), where a 
testatrix by her will bequeathed to her two grandchildren 
“‘some of her best linen,” and the Master of the Rolls said: 
‘This is a void legacy for the uncertainty; the best of my 
linen is uncertain, but some of my best linen is more uncertain 
still. If it were such or so much of my best linen as they 
should choose, or as my executors should choose for them, this 
would be good, and by the choice of the legatees or executors 
is reduced to a certainty, but in this case it is merely void 
for the uncertainty”; and Jubber v. Jubber (9 Sim. 503), where 





the testator —— that “‘a handsome gratuity” should be 
given to each of his executors, and it was held that the bequest 
was void for uncertainty. The House of Lords in the case 
before them held that the restriction against the erection of 
buildings which were ‘“‘ unseemly ” was too vague and indefinite 
to be valid as a restraint upon the use of property, into whose 
hands soever the property might come. The case is quite clear, 
and one can only be surprised that it did not occur to the drafts- 
man to give a fuller description of the class of buildings which 
were to be prohibited by the covenant. An ordinary builder 
could hardly be expected to come to an understanding with the 
disciples of Mr. Rusxcy as to what buildings were “ unseemly.” 


Rights of Passengers by French Tramways. 
Tue Firra Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine has just 


owe its decision in a dispute between the passengers by the 
arisian General Tramways and the company; a dispute which 
would certainly have been adjusted in this country in a more 
businesslike fashion. The company, by the terms of the con- 
cession of which they obtained a renewal in 1900, were, after 
the substitution of mechanical for horse traction in the following 
year, to introduce a new tariff reducing the fares payable by 
passengers. This substitution of mechanical traction has 
never been completed, the blame, so far as it appears, 
being divided between the company and the Government. 
The defendants, passengers by the tramway, insisted that 
the time had come when they were entitled to the reduction 
in the fares, and one can only be surprised to hear that 
for more than two years they refused to pay anything in 
r t of the fares which were demanded from them, and did 
their best to induce other passengers to follow their example. 
The court, as might be expected, gave judgment against the 
defendants, holding that whatever might have been their belief 
as to the illegality of the charges, it was their duty to pay the 
amount claimed without prejudice to their right to recover in a 
court of law the amount which they could shew to be in excess 
of what was really due. It seems clear that French tramway 
companies do not enjoy the privileges which such companies 
possess in England, where the po Rtn of passengers is 
repressed by the procedure in courts of summary jurisdiction, 
and where it would be practically impossible for a passenger 
to travel backwards and forwards during two years without 


paying his fare. 
The Privy Council and Colonial Statutes. 


In our issue of the 15th of December last (at p. 111) we 
— out, in criticizing the judgment of Lord Harssury in 

bb y. Outrim (1907, A. C. 81), that, by an oversight, the 
distinction between the statutes of the British Parliament and 
those of subordinate legislatures had been neglected, and the 
fact that the validity of colonial statutes can be questioned in 
courts of law had been overlooked. The same oversight 
seems to have occurred in the recent case of Tilouko v. 
Attorney-General for Natal, reported in the Times of the 6th of 
July last. TirovxKo was a native who had been sentenced to 
imprisonment by a court-martial during the recent native 
troubles, and the proceedings of the court-martial had been, 
in effect, valida: by the Indemnity Act, 1906, which Act 
was, of course, a Natal statute passed by the local legislature. 
A writ of habeas corpus had been refused by the Supreme Court 
of Natal, and Trovxko now asked for leave to appeal from the 
Supreme Court’s decision. The arguments urged on behalf of 
the petitioner were extremely lengthy and of various degrees of 
merit, being directed to shew that, for various reasons, the 
Indemnity Act, 1906, was invalid and of no legal effect. The 
Judicial ittee, in refusing leave to appeal, took no notice 
of any of these arguments—good, bad, or indifferent—but 
treated the Indemnity Act as absolutely so ee valid. The 
reported judgment, delivered by the Lord cellor, is so 
short that it may be | a in extenso: “Their lordships are 
not able to advise his Majesty to ea leave to appeal. This 
question is settled by an Act of Parliament, and it is not within 
the right, or within the province, of this Board to discuss the 

licy, or expedi , or wisdom of an Act, or to do tage | 


yond deciding whether the Act applies. The Act applies, an 
utes taulchigs Sao Sonall ty it, aa ome Yy 


give effect to it.” It 
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would have been more satisfactory if it had been clearly stated 
that the Act was within the competency of the Legislature of 
Natal to pass, and was duly passed. By saying “the Act 
applies, and their lordships are bound by it,” it looks as though 
the Judicial Committee adhered to the proposition of Lord 
Haresury in Webb v. Outrim, that a colonial statute, ‘‘ when 
it is assented to, becomes an Act of Parliament as much as any 
Imperial Act,” in the sense of being equally unimpeachable. 


The Value of Verbatim, as Contrasted with 
Condensed, Reports. 

Some or the observations in the Report of the Select Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the cost and method of reportin 
and publishing the debates on proceedings in Parliament wi 
be read with interest by those who are familiar with law report- 
ing and with the complaints which are sometimes made of the 
curtailment of the arguments and judgments in law reports. The 
committee object to the fact that under the present system a 
Parliamentary reporter is made the judge as to the length of 
the report of any speech, and recommend that a full report, 
as defined by them, should be given in the first person, of all 
speeches alike, and that the Daily Report should be delivered to 
members on the morning following a debate. The acceleration 
of the delivery of the daily parts must of course prevent 
members’ corrections from appearing in the Daily Report, but the 
committee believe that in practice this would not be found to be 
a disadvantage, because, ‘‘ the speeches being fully reported, 
there would be less chance of misunderstanding than now, when 
speeches are condensed.” Similar suggestions with regard to 
law reporting are not unknown, and counsel occasionally ask that 
a particular report of a case should be accepted by the bench on 
the sole ground that it is longer than any other report. But 
if any competent lawyer will compare a shorthand writer's 
note of the arguments and judgments in a case with the 
arguments and judgments as revised and condensed by an 
experienced law reporter, he will assuredly think that there is 
no cause for regret in the fact that he is not supplied with a 
verbatim report of the proceedings. A reference to the short- 
hand writer’s note will shew that, even if we assume that the 
speaker has a clear conception of the propositions of law and 
fact which it is his object ‘to state, the statement is often vague 
and obscure. A judicious revision and condensation by a 
reporter who has followed the whole case is, in these circum- 
stances, indispensable. How far the revision of judgments 
should proceed is perhaps open to doubt. We well remember 
many years ago, asking a singularly able man, who reported in a 
certain court, how it was that a judge, whose reputation in the 
profession was not very high, had come to deliver such a closely 
reasoned and illuminating judgment as that in a reported case 
which we had recently had occasion to consider. ® reporter 
smiled and said: ‘The reported judgment, to a considerable 
extent, represents what old - ought to have said, but 
didn’t say,” 

‘*The Unwritten Law.” 


WE nave heard a good deal of late of what is euphemistically 
called the “ unwritten law.” In the United States, in Belgium, 
and in other countries there have been trials fer murder which 
have excited great popular interest; trials which in England would 
have undoubtedly ended in convictions, though possibly death 
penalties might have been escaped through the exercise of the 
prerogative of mercy. They have, in fact, ended, however, in 
the triumphant acquittal of the accused by the undisguised use 
of this most dangerous plea of the unwritten law. And what 
is this unwritten law? It is merely the recognition of the right 
of revenge. According to this ‘‘law,” a man whose daughter 
has been seduced may plot against the life of the seducer; may 
lie in wait for him and kill him ; and when he is put on his trial 
for this deed he is entitled to ask for an acquittal on the 
ground that his honour was injured and that his act was 
justified, Advocates, too, are allowed in some countries to 
openly urge this plea, and even the judges seem to acquiesce in 
its use. It is hardly necessary to say that the law of England 
in no sort of way recognizes any such pernicious doctrine. An 
assault in this country can only be justified by the fact that it is 
committed in defence of self or of some other person from 





and immediate, and the method of meeting it is reasonably 
| proportionate to the violence to be met. No amount of provoca 
tion, however, justifies violence or homicide according to our law 
It may reduce the magnitude of the offence, and it may be a very 
important consideration for the judge who awards punishment, 
but provocation cannot be a defence. Thus, where one man 
kills another, there are numerous cases in whith our 
courts have held that his offence was manslaughter, 
not murder, because of the serious provocation he received. 
But it has never been suggested that the slayer was in 
law entirely guiltless; the ion has merely reduced 
his crime from the ter felony of murder to the lesser felony 
of manslaughter. find in all cases in which provocation has 
been admitted to have this effect, the killing has taken on 
the instant of the provocation when the blood was hot with 
natural resentment. Where the provoked person has had time 
to cool, our courts have never for a moment admitted that 
| wr thegrsny of however gross a nature, can be relevant in 
efence to a charge of murder. No doubt our advocates put 
before juries as strongly as possible all matters of provocation, but 
no judge would permit a counsel to tell a jury that the law allows 
them to acquit a man on these grounds, and our judges are always 
most careful to warn juries against considering such matters. 
It is to be hoped that this attitude will be strictly maintained, 
for it seems obvious that the principle of private revenge is 
subversive of all law and order. The examples, however, set by 
the courts of neighbouring countries have a distinctly injurious 
effect upon this country. norant persons ing such cases 
get false impressions and too often act upon them. Only this 
week a man, accompanied by his son and daughter, visited the 
house of a neighbour and committed a series of violent acts by 
way of revenge for an alleged injury to the daughter. When 
charged at the police court, he claimed to be entitled to act as 
he had done by the “unwritten law.” It is hardly necessary to 
say that his plea received scant attention from the bench, but 
the case is an example of the bad effect of the foreign cases 
which have recently een so prominently reported in the news- 
papers. 
Claim to a Dead Body. 

A cunrious application was recently made by a woman to one 
of the Setvegeliian police magistrates. She stated that her 
husband had been living apart from her in a house at Fulham, 
and with another woman. He had died, and the woman with 
whom he was living had refused to give up the body to her, 
saying that she intended to bury it in the Fulham cemetery. It 
was the wish of the widow that the body should be buried at 
Ives in Buckinghamshire, and her application was that the 
magistrate would order it to be delivered up to her. The 
magistrate said that, so far as he knew, he had no power to 
make any such order, but that the applicant, as the widow, had 
at law the duty, and therefore the right, of burying the dead 
body. The magistrate finally decided to resort to a proceeding 
which is not part of our law of summary 
but is none the less effective—that of sending an officer of the 
court to endeavour to e the woman to comply with the 
wishes of the widow. It is clearly the law of this country that 
there is no property in the dead body of a human being. Primd 
facie the executors are entitled to the ion, and are 
responsible for the burial, of a dead body. It is not stated 
whether the widow was the executrix of her husband, but she 
was probably in modest circumstances, and it must be re- 
membered that probates and letters of administration are quite 
unsuited to the conditions in life of a large proportion of the 

pulation of this country. The personal estate of many 
Scseaped persons is often wholly insufficient to defray the 
expenses of their burial, and these have occasionally 
to be met by nS eee This may in some 
measure account for the that controversies as to the place 
of burial of a deceased person are rare. 


Study of Law Under Difficulties. 

We reap in a French n a story of how a police 
sergeant named Louis Proprer, = was seriously wounded on 
the occasion of the attempt on the life of President Lovser and 





unlawful violence, and then only where the danger is obvious 





King Atronso of Spain, was taken to the hospital and finally 


OS Fae 
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= from it in a crippled condition. While in the 
hospital he applied himself with great courage to the study of 
Sele, and to such good purpose that he has since then been 
able to pass his examinations and to be admitted as a member 
of the bar. Every one must admire the determination which has 
supported this brave man through his successful studies, but it 
is unnecessary to say that he has entered upon a difficult career. 
Instances may easily be found where those who have successfully 
followed the profession of the law have commenced their studies 
in the most unpropitious circumstances which can be imagined. 
In a country like England, where the bar has always been, as 
compared with that in other States, an aristocratic profession, 
the extraordinary career of Sir Epmunp Saunpers, Lord Chief 
Justice of the King’s Bench, should give encouragement to 
those who are oppressed with what appear to them to be 
unsurmountable difficulties. According to Roczr Norru, he 
was at first no better than a poor beggar boy, obtaining a 
living in Clement’s-inn by “courting the attorney’s clerks for 
scraps.” After learning to write copies of court and other hands 
which the clerks gave him, he made himself so expert a writer 
that he took in business; became an exquisite entering clerk, 
and acquired sufficient means to become a member of the Middle 
Temple and to be called to the bar. We need not follow him 
through his successful practice and to his final elevation to the 
bench. Coming to a more recent period, the careers of two 
members of the Court of Appeal, Sir Joun Roxr and Sir 
Rosert Lvs, are certainly striking examples of a successful 
and honourable struggle with the difficulties of poverty and 
inferiority of social position. 


Deportation of Aliens. 


Tue Law with respect to the powers of the self-governing 
oversea dominions to exclude and deport aliens is being slowly 
evolved. The power to exclude was settled by Musgrove v. Chun 
Taeong Toy (1891, A. C. 272). The power to deport was settled by 
Attorney-General vy. Cain (1906, A. OC. 542). The first case related 
to the then colony of Victoria, and the second to the dominion 
of Canada. The High Court of Australia has now held that 
the federal Legislature of Australia has had powers conferred 
on it similar to those conferred on the federal Legislature of 
Canada with respect to the treatment of aliens: Robtelmes v. 
Brenan (4 Commonw. L. R. 395). One distinction between 
Canada and Australia is that the latter is a sea-girt territory, 
and the result of the geographical position of Australia is that 
deportation practically involves imprisonment beyond the limits 
of Australia’s territorial jurisdiction. It was, however, held by 
the High Court of Australia that this made no difference, and 
the early case of Rs Adam (1837, 1 Moo. P. C. 460) was relied 
on, where the power of deporting from the island of Mauritius 
was in question. 


Right of Women to Become Members of 
Incorporated Societies. 

AN ARTICLE in one of the periodicals comments upon the 
position of women with Bell to the scientific and learned 
societies. It isstated that women are not excluded from scientific 
societies which have been recently founded, but that this is not 
the case with many of the older societies. A reason for the 
express exclusion of married women in some of the charters of 
these societies may be found in the fact that they were unable 
to form part of an incorporated body. It is laid down in Grant 
on Corporations that, in general, women cannot be corporators, 
although in some hospitals they may be so, and there is one 
instance in the books of a corporation consisting of brethren and 
sisters, and invested with municipal powers to a certain extent. 
But whatever the law may be with regard to municipal corpora- 
tions, married and unmarried women are now allowed to become 
members of joint stock companies, and the disabilities to which 
we have referred may be expected in a very short time to pass 
out of existence. 


Publicans as Special Jurymen. 

A newsrarze which is supposed to represent the interests of 
the licensed victuallers is highly indignant at the statement of 
Granruam, J., at the Newcastle Assizes, that out of a panel 
of seventy-two from which special jurors were recently taken 





in London, one half were publicans. The newspaper, while 
admitting that it is better that a jury should consist of men 
of mixed occupations, considers that in the learned judge’s 
statement there is an obvious suggestion that licensed victuallers 
are not fit persons to try important cases. We cannot entirely 
accept this interpretation of the words of the learned judge. It 
is not the first occasion by any means that complaint has been 
made that special jurors are not for the most part drawn from 
the class of persons who possess superior knowledge of the 
questions of fact which arise in the more important cases which 
are set down for trial at nisi prius. 


Pensions to Lawyers’ Widows. 


In THE List of pensions recently granted, and payable under 
the provisions of section 9 (1) of the Civil List Act, 1901 (1 
Ed. 7, c. 4), we find the name of the widow of a distinguished 
lawyer: ‘Mrs. Frorence Henrietta Marrianp, £100, in 
consideration of the services rendered to law and history by her 
late husband, Professor F. W. Marrianp.” 








The Acting Trustee. 


Tue appointment of a Public Trustee, now imminent on the 
legal horizon, and the fact that, under the Public Trustee Act, 
he may act jointly with any other person, and will have all the 
same powers and liabilities, and be subject to the same rights 
and immunities, as a private trustee acting in the same 
capacity, will possibly lead to some reasonable variation of the 
often-quoted maxim that the court knows no such person as the 
acting trustee. 

The maxim itself is one which can hardly be cited as an illus- 
tration of the axiom that the law is the personification of 
common sense. It may be necessary, as a general principle, that 
where the administration of a trust is vested in more than one 
person, those persons must be viewed as all forming, as it were, 
but one collective trustee, and that therefore they must execute 
the office in their joint capacity, and that all who accept the 
office should, in the eye of the law, be acting trustees; but the 
theory operates with no little harshness and some absurdity, 
when put to the test of experience and practice. What must be, 
as a settlor must know, the almost inevitable result of appoint- 
ing as co-trustees two or more persons who live far apart from 
each other, and with no convenient opportunities for ever meet- 
ing? Or persons of whom one, perhaps, has been the family 
solicitor, while the other is a small tradesman? Or where a 
London banker and a country farmer are associated in the trust? 

It has been gravely argued—and the argument is an illustra- 
tion of the straits into which the court has been driven to 
support its Medes-and-Persians maxim—that, when a settlor 
appoints as one of his trustees his long-tried family solicitor 
or his own estate agent, he does so, not because his nominee 
is himself a competent solicitor or estate agent, but because 
he is a person to be trusted with the property, and capable 
of managing it, if, and only if, he has the aid of a co-trustee 
who can control him, either with or without the advice of 
another independent solicitor or estate agent, chosen by 
both the trustees. It was even contended in an Irish case 
(Arnott v. Arnott, 1899, 1 Ir. R. Ch. 201), where the testator 
had expressly directed that one of his two trustees should be 
the acting trustee, with special and independent powers, that 
such a direction was inconsistent with the existence of a 
co-trustee, and therefore nugatory, although the testator had 
only authorized the very thing to be done which admittedly 
occurs every day in practice where there is an active acting 
trustee and a co-trustee of less or no experience who cannot 
usefully even offer an opinion. The modification of the joint 
trusteeship in that case was necessarily limited to the life of 
the selected trustee, and the testator may quite reasonably have 
desired that meanwhile the trustee of special ability should act 
alone, and not be hampered by the views of a co-trustee not so 
well versed in affairs, The court was thus, under the special 
circumstances of the case, fortunately enabled to hold that the 
non-acting trustee (so to call him) would not incur any responsi- 
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bility by carrying out the directions of his companion who had 
been thus authorized to be the acting trustee. 

The position of what may be called the average trustee who 
finds himself hereafter associated with so formidable a com- 
panion as the Public Trustee himself, if any difference of 
opinion arose between them as to their powers and duties, 
would be well nigh intolerable. It has possibly been anticipated 
by section 5, sub-section 2, of the Act itself, which provides 
that “ where the Public Trustee has been appointed a trustee of 
any trust, a co-trustee may retire from the trust under and in 
accordance with section 11 of the Trustee Act, 1893, notwith- 
standing that there are not more than two trustees, and without 
such consents as are required by that section.” Possibly, under 
such circumstances, there will be a stampede of private trustees, 
and a tenant for life with a power of appointing new trustees 
may thus, by appointing the Public Trustee to act, be enabled 
to oust a remaining trustee, either with or without his consent, 
unless the instrument creating the trust contains an express 
direction to the contrary. 

That, as between the trustees themselves, the loss caused by 
the conduct of the one who, almost necessarily, has been the 
acting trustee can ultimately in some cases, either wholly or 
partially, be thrown by the court upon the offender, is a 
notoriously poor and valueless consolation to the innocent 
trustee, who has already been held responsible to the cestuis 
que trust. It has, too, been said that the court ought to be 
very jealous of raising an implied liability in such a case 
against any one trustee, “ because, if such existed, it would act 
as an opiate upon the consciences of the trustees; so that, 
instead of the cestuis que trust having the benefit of several 
acting trustees, each trustee would be looking to the other for 
a right of indemnity, and so neglect the performance of his 
duties. Such a doctrine would be against the policy of the 
court in relation to trusts.” This policy even extends to ruling 
that, for the protection of the cestui que trust, one trustee must 
be treated as in pari delicto with his co-trustee, although the 
latter may have admittedly taken the more, or indeed the only, 
active part in the conduct of the particular business which has 
led to the loss. 

The court is never weary of asserting its readiness to pro- 
tect a trustee in the work of his thankless office, and that no 
more is expected of him than what might reasonably be 
expected from an individual whom they have defined as being 
“a man of ordinary prudence, guided by such rules and argu- 
ments as generally guide such a man in his own affairs.” This 
quite unexceptional platitude, however, when applied by the 
court, is generally found to leave no real margin (pace Speight 
v. Gaunt) for that reasonable confidence in the conduct and 
motives of others which is of the very essence in every-day life 
of the successful conduct of business between partners or other 
persons associated in a common object or duty. Possibly a sort 
of “Official Reasonable Man” may in time be found in the 
new Public Trustee; and innocent private trustees may conse- 
quently be judged for the future by a standard which has a 
little more regard to what an average settlor may be reasonably 
thought to have expected when he appointed two or more of his 
fallible fellow-creatures to be his trustees for the discharge of 
duties which he had, perhaps, not very intelligently himself 
either conceived or defined. 








The Royal Assent was given on the 4th inst, to fifty-two public and 
private Bills, including the Irish Tobacco Bill, the Destructive Insects 
and Pests Bill, the London Government Scheme (Southwark Borough 
Market) Bill, and the Royal Bank of Scotland Bill. 


Mr. Justice Grantham, at the Newcastle Assizes, is reported to have | 


said that out of a panel of seventy-two from which special juries were 

taken in London, one half were publicans. There must be somethi 
wrong with special juries like that to try important cases. They did: 
not get that on cireuit. : oe 
When the Attorney-General’s resolution with regard to the appoint- 
ment of an additional jwdge of the King’s Bench “Division came on for 
consideration on Friday (yesterday), Mr. Buckmaster was to move an 
amendment declaring that the House, while ready to support any | 
increase in the number of judges in the King’s Bench Division neces- | 
sary for the due despatch of business, desires a into the present 
itiona] appointment, 








Bills of Exchange and the Doctrine 
of Estoppel. 


Ir is sometimes assumed that the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, 
is a complete code of the law affecting bills of exchange, and 
this assumption accounts for the decision of the Divisional Court 
(Lord Auverstons, C.J., and Daruina and Cuannait, JJ.) in 
Herdman v. Wheeler (1902, 1 K. B. 360) as to the liability of 
the maker of a promissory note delivered in blank when the 
note is filled up for an amount greater than the maker intended. 
The Divisional Court treated the matter as governed by the 
specific provisions of the Bills of Exchange Act, and, since those 
provisions did not impose liability on the maker for the bill as 
completed, the action against him failed. In the recent case of 
Lloyds Bank (Limited) v. Cooke (1907, 1 K. B. 794) it has 
been pointed out that the earlier decision overlooked the fact 
that reference should be made to the general law of estoppel as 
well as to the statute; and, without professing to overrule the 
construction placed by the Divisional Court upon the relevant 
section of the Bills of Exchange Act, the Court of Appeal have 
held that, under similar circumstances, the maker of a promissory 
note is liable to the holder for the full amount as appearing on 
the note. 

The case of the delivery of a bill in blank is regulated by 
section 20 of the statute. Subsection 1 provides that where a 
simple signature on a blank stamped paper is delivered by the 
signer in order that it may be converted into a bill, it operates 
as a primd facie authority to fill it up as a complete bill for any 
amount the stamp will cover; and subsection 2 adds the 
requirement that, in order to make any such instrument when 
completed enforceable against a person who was a party thereto 
prior to completion, it must be filled up within a reasonable 
time, and strictly in accordance with the authority given, 
reasonable time for this purpose being a question of fact. Then 
comes a proviso that, if any such instrument after completion 
is negotiated to a holder in due course, “it shall be valid and 
effectual for all purposes in his hands, and he may enforce it ae 
if it had been filled up within a reasonable time and strictly iu 
accordance with the authority given.” 

In Herdman v. Wheeler (supra) the application of this section 
was considered under the following circumstances. The 
defendant, WHEELER, requested AnpERson to lend him £15, and 
this ANDERSON promised to do. At ANnpgRson’s suggestion the 
defendant signed his name upon a blank paper stamped so as 
to cover £75, and handed it to AnpgRson with authority to fill 
it up as a promissory note payable to ANpgERsoN. ANDERSON, 
having thus obtained the defendant’s signature to the note in 
blank, telephoned to the plaintiff, Hzrpman, to know if he would 
lend the defendant £25 on his note for £30 at a month. This 
the plaintiff agreed to do, and thereupon Anpgrson filled up the 
note for £30, inserting the plaintiff's name as payee, and sent 
it to the plaintiff, who gave in exchange a cheque in favour of the 
defendant. The defendant’s indorsement to the cheque was forged 
and the cheque was cashed, but no part of the proceeds reached 
the defendant. Subsequently the plaintiff sued on the note, and 
failed both in the county court and in the Divisional Court. 

As has been already intimated, the case was decided upon the 
footing that it was governed by section 20. Under that section 
the liability of the signer of the blank paper is limited by the 
authority which he actually gives in regard to filling it up, 
unless there has been a negotiation in due course. The section 
makes no reference to the law of estoppel, but in effect it pro- 
vides that, so soon as the bill has been completed and negotiated, 
the signer of the paper shall be estopped from disputing that it 
has been filled up in accordance with the authority given. The 
considered judgment of the Divisional Court, delivered by 
Cuannett, J., was devoted therefore to determining whether, 
under the circumstances, there had been a negotiation to 
a holder in due course, and it was held that there had not. The 
question whether a payee can ever be a “ holder in due course” 
was discussed, but not decided, Section. 2 defines the “ holder” 
as “the payee or indorsee of a bill or note who is in possession 
of it, or the bearer thereof”; hence “holder” clearly includes 


‘ the payee. But whether the payee can also be within the phrase 
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“holder in due course,” which is substituted by the Act for 
“Bond fide holder for value without notice,” depends on the 
definition of the expression in section 29. This includes the 
requirement that the holder shall have taken the bill in good 
faith and for value, “ and that at the time the bill was negotiated 
to him he had no notice of any defect in the title of the person 
who negotiated it (sub-section 2). This seems to indicate that, 
before there can be a holder in due course, there must have been 
a negotiation of the bill, unless, indeed, as suggested in the 
judgment of the Divisional Court, the sub-section must be read 
as saying “ if negotiated to him,” ete. 

But the proviso to section 20 introduces the requirement of 
negotiation more directly in restricting the absolute validity of 
the bill to the case where this event has taken place. Under 
section 31 “a bill is negotiated when it is transferred from one 
person to another in such a manner as to constitute the trans- 
feree the holder of the bill,” and the question arises whether 
such a transfer can take place upon the creation of the bill by 
the delivery of the bill by the drawer or his agent to the payee, 
who thereupon becomes the first holder, or whether negotiation 
implies a subsequent transfer from one holder to another holder. 
The Divisional Court took the latter view, ‘We have been,” 
said CHanne.t, J., “very reluctant to come to the conclusion 
that the judgment in favour of the defendant in this case was 
right, because it appears dangerous even to cast any doubt upon 
a payee’s right to recover when he has taken a bill or note com- 
plete and regular on the face of it honestly and for value; but, 
after carefully considering the matter, we have come to the 
conclusion that we should be unfairly straining the words if we 
did not hold that ‘negotiated’ in the proviso at the end of the 
twentieth section meant transferred by one holder to another.” 

Since, therefore, in Herdman v. Wheeler there had been no 
negotiation of the note, as thus understood, the plaintiff could 
not rely upon the statutory estoppel arising under the proviso, 
and under the earlier part of section 20 he was precluded from 
relying upon the promissory note because it had not been filled 
up in accordance with the authority given. As already stated, 
the decision was based upon the assumption that the case was 
governed solely by the statute, and this, indeed, was expressly 
stated in the judgment. “If,” said Cuanneiu, J., “this is the 
necessary meaning of the words in the proviso, we must of 
course give effect to it, and affirm the judgment for the 
defendant, for the Bills of Exchange Act is now the code of law 
on the subject, and in cases where it differs from the old law it 
prevails over the old law.” But according to the decision 
of the Court of Appeal in the recent case of Lloyds Bank v. 
Cooke (supra) there is no need to treat the limited statutory 
estoppel as excluding the general doctrine of estoppel, and under 
similar circumstances the signer of the blank note is estopped 
from setting up as against a bond fide holder for value that it 
has been filled up in excess of the authority. In that case the 
defendant Cooke had an account with the plaintiffs’ bank. He 
arranged for an overdraft on the security of a promissory note 
for £1,000 to be signed on behalf of his firm and also by the 
defendant Sanproox. He misrepresented to Sanproox the 
amount of the note required, and obtained his signature to a 
blank stamped paper with authority to fill it up in favour of the 
plaintiffs for £250. He filled it up for £1,000, and signed it 
with his own and his firm’s name. So far as the firm 
were concerned, he had no authority to sign for them, and 
judgment was given for them. And at the trial of the action 
Lawrance, J., also, on the authority of Herdman v. Wheeler 
(supra), gave judgment for the defendant Sansroox, but this 
was reversed by the Court of Appeal. “I do not think,” said 
Cotts, M.R., “it is necessary for us in the present case to 
treat the rights of the parties as having to be ascertained by 
reference to the provisions of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, 
which were considered in Herdman v. Wheeler, because, in my 
opinion, the common law doctrine of estoppel applies, and the 
rights of the parties may be decided by reference to that 
doctrine, without giving any opinion as to the correctness of 
that decision.” 

When once this position had been taken up, there was little 
doubt as to the result, The case, indeed, was well within the 
principle applied by the House of Lords in Brocklesby y. Tem- 





perance Permanent Building Society (1896, A. C. 173), that 
where an agent is entrusted with a security for the purpose of 
raising a definite sum of money, and raises a sum in excess 
of the authorized amount from a bond fide lender without notice 
of the authorised amount from a bond fide lender without 
notice of the limitation, the principal is bound by his 
agent’s act. Similarly, where a signed blank paper is de 
livered by the signer with the intention that it shall be 
completed as a promissory note and used as a_ security, 
but subject to a limitation of amount, the signer cannot 
be heard to say, as against a bond fide holder who has lent 
money on the faith of the note, that his authority has 
been exceeded. Consequently the Court of Appeal decided in 
favour of the plaintiffs as against the defendant Sansroox, and 
upon this view it was unnecessary to discuss the correctness of 
the construction placed by the Divisional Court in Herdman v. 
Wheeler (supra) upon the proviso to section 20. The opinion 
was expressed, indeed, by Moutton, L.J., that the term “ negotia- 
tion” ought not to be limited in the manner stated above. The 
transferor need not be the “ holder,” and there is a negotiation, 
therefore, when a bill or note is delivered to the first holder— 
that is, to the payee. But this is not, under the circumstances, 
authoritative, and the exact meaning of “ negotiation” remains 
at present doubtful. 








Reviews. 
The Lawyer’s Manual 


Toe LAWYER’S MANUAL OF REFERENCE: BEING A COMPENDIUM 
oF Ports oF LAw ALPHABETICALLY ARRANGED, USEFUL 
STATUTES, AND Notes oF Costs, Frexs, Stamps, INCOME Tax, 
EstaTE, LeGacy, AND Succession Duty. WITH PRACTICAL 
NoTEs ON THE LAws IN FoRCE IN BRITISH COLONIES AND 
DEPENDENCIES. Edited by R. GgtorrrEyY Exiis and Max. A. 
ROBERTSON, Barristers-at-Law. William Green & Sons. 


This work has been compiled with a view to giving the maximum 
of information likely to be useful in the ordinary course of practice 
in as small a compass as possible. The greater part of the book 
is devoted to a collection of the statutes to which reference 
has most frequently to be made. These are arranged in 
sections, such as ‘ Bankruptcy,” ‘Landlord and Tenant,” 
‘‘ Summary Jurisdiction and Licensing,” &c,; and the headings 
are printed on the edge of the volume so as to make reference to any 
particular section easy. The head of ‘“‘ Property, ee 
and Chancery” gives some five and thirty of the statutes upon whic 
the conveyancer’s practice is largely founded. But the care and 
diligence of the editors are perhaps chiefly shewn in the first pert, 
which is, in small, an encyclopedia of the law. Contract, Husband 
and Wife, Intestates’ Estates, Negligence, and Partnership are some 
of the leading matters dealt with, while, to take a subordinate head 
as an example, the article on the Public Authorities’ Protection Act, 
1893, contains an excellent and remarkably full resumé of the 
numerous cases which have been decided on that statute. Reference 
may also be made to the tables of costs and court fees and to the 
information which the editors supply with regard to death duties. 
The volume will be found very useful to have at hand. 





References to Reports. 


Sweet & MAxweE.u’s Lawyers’ REFERENCE Book, CONTAINING 
(1) CompLeTe CuronoLocicaL Lists oF ENGLISH, Scorou, IRIsH, 
AND CANADIAN LAW REPORTS, SHEWING THE PERIOD COVERED 
BY FAcH Serres; (2) Lists or EnGuiso Law REePorTSs FROM 
1810 To 1907, SHEWING THE YEAR COVERED BY EACH VOLUME; 
$3) an ExnavsTivE List oF ABBREVIATED CITATIONS OF Law 

EPoRTS UsED IN TEXT-Books; (4) A TABLE OF REGNAL YEARS 
yrom 1 Wintram I. To 6 Epwarp VII., sHEwiIne THE DaTEs 
OF COMMENCEMENT AND END OF EACH YEAR; (5) A TABLE 
SHBWING THE CORRESPONDING VOLUMES OF THE OLD REPORTERS 
AND THE REVIsED REPORTS. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The écope of thie book sufficiently appears from the title-page. The 
practitioner is usudt,~obliged to pick up the information which it 
supyplies as best he can, but he may at envy moment require enlighten- 
ment on some mysterious reference, or on some date of a report, as 
te which his previous experience is at fault, and he will find it here con- 
veniently ready to his hand. Not the least useful part of the work is 
the table of regnal years, though it suggests, not for the first time, the 
question why this very unsatisfactory way of referring to Act- of 
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Parliament should be retained. The current reign has come very 
near to coinciding with the calendar year, and, for the benefit of 
succeeding generations, the calendar year might well be made 
supreme. It is important to know in what year—say in 1845—a 
particular statute is passed; but 8 Vict. is not the best way of fixing 
the date, and still less 8 & 9 Vict., to which those statutes change 
after the 20th of June. 





Books of the Week. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and the County Court 
Rules Relating Thereto, with Notes. By F. L. Frrmincer, Barrister- 
at-Law. Eyre & Spottiswoode. Price ds. 


The English Reports. Vol. LXXV.: King’s Bench Division IV., 
containing Plowden Vols. 1 and 2, Gouldsborough. William Green 
& Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Leading Cases on the Law of Evidence, with Notes. By ERNnEsT 
CockKLE, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Points of Church Law, and Other Writings Illustrative of the Law 
of the Church. By CiEmeEnT J. Sturcs, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Macmillan & Co. (Limited). 


Patents and Designs: Mr. Lloyd-George’s Bill as Amended. 
Critical Notes by Ernest Lunas, Barrister-at-Law, and BERNHARD 
DvuKeEs, Patent Agent and U.8. Patent Attorney. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Law Society Council Election. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 

Sir,—An appeal for votes just issued on behalf of Messrs. Dowson 
and others states that a meeting was held in Essex Hall during last 
May, with a view to the nomination of candidates, and that an 
Executive Committee was appointed at that meeting. Apparently 
very few members of the society were informed of, or invited to, this 
meeting; and it seems to me, if this were so, that we have the case of 
an attempted domination by another small clique. Is not this just 

the very evil the members are now having to fight against ? 

VIGILANS. 





Solicitor Privy Councillors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 

Sir,—Adverting to your remark in to-day’s issue concerning Dr, 
Spence Watson, you have evidently overlooked Mr. Lewis Fry, of 
Bristol. He certainly was a solicitor when he was made a Privy 
Councillor, although I am not sure whether he had ceased to take 
out his certificate. I am glad to say he is still with us, and I believe 
I am right in saying that he, his brother Sir E. (now representing 
Great Britain at the Hague Peace Conference), and Dr. Spence 
Watson are all members of the Society of Friends, and the only 
members of such society, except the late Mr. John Bright, who have 
been made Privy Councillors. ‘Avangy Wx. RAKE. 

22, Chancery-lane, July 6. 


[We are obliged to our correspondent for his correction.—Ep. S.J. ] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


EDEN AND OTHERS v. NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY CO. 
7th May; 9th July. 


RarLwAy—Mrivgerats—Notice Not ro Worx—ComprnsaTion—ARBITRA- 
tIon—‘* ComrEeNnsaTION ror Svucn Mines’’—Ramways Oiauses Consoui- 
pation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vicr. c. 20), s. 78. 


Where a railway company, under section 78 of the Railways Clauses Consolida- 
tion Act, 1845, gives notice to the owner of minerals lying under or adjacent to the 
railway to leave the minerals wnworked, the railway company must pay to the 
mineral owner ‘‘ as compensation for such mines’’ the value of the minerals which 
the owner is precluded from working, and not merely damages caused by reason of 
the interference with his working of the mine. 

So held by Bigham, J. (1906, 1 XK. B. 195), and affirmed on appeal to their 
lordship’s bar. 

Appeal by Mrs. Louisa Anne Eden and others, the lessors and lessees 
respectively of coal mines, part of which lay under the line of the 
respondent company, from a decision of the Court of Appeal, reversing a 
decision of Bigham, J., on a special case stated by an arbitrator for the 
opinion of the High Court as to the basis on which com on should be 
assessed and paid for portions of unworked coal left as support under their 
railway. The case was argued in May and judgment was reserved. 








Lord Lorgsvan, C., in moving that the appeal should be allowed, said that 
in 1892 the lessees were desirous of the ryt Seg of the 
line, and conformably with the Railways Clauses Consol ot, 1845, 
gave notice to the railway under section 78 of that Act. The rail 
pa a | required the lessees to leave certain portions of the un 

e 


coal un Se ee oe ee ae nee wiltingness 


to pay such mn Se accordance with the Act 
the company had to pay “‘ compensation for such mines or any part ~ 
whatever those words mean‘ 


’ 
and what we nae real question here. 
Very few further facts ed notice. lessees in the ordinary way 
and regular course of working would have worked this coal immediately, 
had they not been obliged under the statute to leave it in pillars as a 
support for the railway. Had they so worked it they would have made a 
clear profit a wl 4 of — —_ a lessors 3 “ received as ren’ 
in respect thereof the sum o . Accordingly, e basis of 
com ion was the profit which eeser endl estes Suiesioed would 
have made by working the coal, as it would have been wor in the 
ordinary course, then the sums payable by the railway company are £730 
and £155 respectively. And that was what they claimed in Pow, . The 
arbitrator further found that “‘ there is left unworked in the Shi Seam 
(that was this seam) under the said lands a quantity of coal which the coal 
company will not in the ordinary course be able to exhaust within the 
term of the before-mentioned lease, which expires on the Ist of January, 
1907.”’ So if the lessees, instead of working the reserved coal, chose to 
work some other part of the same mine, they would be able to make their 
profit on the substituted coal instead of on the coal which they would have 
worked if they had not been obliged to leave it in pillars as described. 
The railway company on this contended that the statute did not require 
them to purchase this coal, which literally was true, but merely to com- 
pensate the owners thereof. And they that the lessees, though 
wishful to work this particular coal, had ty more which they t 
work, and in fact did work, instead of it. us, ed the railway com- 
pany, the lessees would be indemnified if they received the increased expenses 
and loss to which they have been re by ha to work this substituted coal 
instead of the reserved coal. And they said com tion means indemnity 
and no more. Now, if this were the true view, the lessees were entitled only to 
£100, and that sum was ng es on the ground that the prohibition to work 
the reserved coal tended in some degree to accelerate a diminution of output 
in these —, -— also to accelerate the time when - — ss 
obliged to wor more expensive to get. Similarly, in regard to 
lessors, the railway company contended that the measure of compensation 
payable to them was not the rent which the lessors would have received in 
respect of the reserved coal if it had been worked, but the diminution in 
the value of the reversion caused by the service of the stat notice, and 


estimated at the date of such notice. It was agreed that upon footing the 
lessors were entitled to £310. And the railway com that this 
sum, and not £155, was what the lessors were enti to receive, for 


said com on meant indemnity and no less. It seemed to his 

that the Act made it clear that whether land was “‘ taken ” or was “ used 
the value must in either case be paid. What was taken away from the 
owners and what was given to the railway company was the same 

the ownership was in one hand or more. There must be a distribution in 
the latter case, but the sum to be distributed must in either case be the 
value of what was taken from them, and that was the value of the reserved 
coal at the time it was laid under an embargo. Here that value was found 
to be in all £885, of which £730 was allotted to the lessee and £155 to the 
lessor, and the apportionment was not disputed. It was assumed that the 
lessee whose term was limited would work only at the usual rate of 
working. He was entitled to work more rapidly if he pleased, and in pro- 
portion to the rapidity of his ar the anomaly in the distribution 
would disappear. On the other hand, if the res ents were in the 

then the railway company would get for £410 that which was worth . 
This shewed the danger of departing from the simple principle thata railway 
com under this Act were liable to pay to the value of what it took or 
wa how the proceeds were to be divided ht be a complicated 


uestion. It was not in dispute here between the lessor and lessee. 
What was in a was the sum ble by the railway company, and on 
that he agreed with the decision of B J 


Lord MacnaGuTen a , and concluded by saying he thought 
the judgment of Bigham, J., was perfectly right. 
Lord James or Hererorp delivered a judgment to the same effect. 


Lord Arxryson, in concurring, pointed out that no question was reised 
here as to the bond fde intention of the owner to work by his lessee the 
minerals for which com ion was Under the provisions of 


section 78 of the Act of 1845, in such a case the mines were to be com- 
pensated for. This result had been ht about, not by a tortious act, 
whether wilful or negligent, but by the legitimate exercise by the 
respondents of a right conferred upon them by statute. In his opinion 
the true measure of com an ae le oe eS ee 
the special case, and that the question submitted to the should 
be answered to this effect and the 1 tender and the judgment of 
Bigham, J., restored with costs, Ju t according. 

Russell, K.0., and MacSwinney ; Cripps, K.0., Upjohn, K.0., and Ryde. 
Soricrrors, Rawle, Johnstone, § Co., for Cooper ¢ Goodger, Newcastle-upon- 
Dunnell, York. 


Tyne; &. F. 
[Reported by Easxixz Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 
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A charter-party contained what is known as the negligence clause, which pro- 
vided for the immunity of the owner from liability in the events therein mentioned, 
ineluding collisions, stranding, and other accidents of navigation, even when occa~ 
sioned by the negligence, default, or error of judgment of the pilot, master, 
mariners, or other servants of the shipowners. In the bills of lading there was no 
express reference to the negligence clause, but they contained the words, ‘‘ and all 
other conditions as per charter-party.”” These bills were presented by the 
charterere to the master, by whom they were signed. During the voyage the 
vessel and her cargo were totally lost, and the loss was found to have been due to 
the negligence of the master. The cargo-owner sued the owners, the Moel Tryvan 
Ship Co. (Limited), and recovered damages. The present action was brought 
by the owners against the charterers, claiming indemnity for the £12,000 they had 
thus been compelled to pay. The defendants relied on the negligence clause in the 
charter-party, but the courts below held that the words ‘‘ and all other conditions 
as per charter-party’’ did not preclude the plaintiffs’ right to sue. 

Held, dismissing the appeal, that the charterers had rightly been held liable 
to give adequate indemnity to the shipowners, since they undertook that the bills of 
lading they presented to the master should be in accordance with the charter-party. 


Appeal by the defendants from an order of the Court of Appeal affirm- 
ing a judgment of Phillimore, J. The case is reported on appeal 12 
Com. Cas. 38, in the court below, 1906, 2 K. B. 792. By a charter- 
party, dated the 22nd of April, 1903, made between the appellants and 
the respondents, the respondenis’ ship Jnvermore was chartered by 
the appellants to load a cargo of rice at Rangoon for carriage to Rio 
de Janeiro. The vessel was loaded and her master signed bills of lading 
for her cargo in the form presented to him by the appellants, and the 
bills of lading contained the words ‘‘and all other conditions as per 
charter-party, dated London, April 22nd, 1903.’’ Clauses 6 and 7 
of the charter-party were in these terms: Clause 6.—‘‘ Collisions, strand- 
ing, and other accidents of navigation excepted, even when occasioned 
by negligence . . . of the. . master.’”’ Clause 7.—‘‘The 
master to sign clean bills of lading for his cargo . at any rate 
of freight without prejudice to this charter.’’ The charter-party also 
provided that the ship was to be consigned to the appellants at the 

rt of loading, and that they were to receive an address commission. 

he appellants presented to the master a bill of lading which contained 
a very limited clause as to the accepted perils, omitting in particular 
the negligence clause, but which included the words ‘“‘freight and all 
other conditions as per charter-party,’’ and that was signed by the 
master. TJ'he IJnvermore was wrecked on her voyage to Rio de Janeiro 
by striking a reef, and waa totally lost, with her cargo, off the coast 

Brazil. In an action brought by the indorsees of the bill of lading 
against the respondents, negligent navigation was proved, and judg- 
ment was entered for the plaintiffs. The present respondents then 
brought this action against the present spodienie, claiming that the 
latter were liable, either for negligence in procuring the signature of the 
master to a bill of lading without the negligence clause, or upon an 
implied contract to indemnify the plaintiffs against the consequences of 
the master signing a document which they procured him to sign. 
Phillimore, J., having gree judgment for the plaintiffs, the defendants 
a The Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal, holding that the 
plaintiffs could not recover on the claim for negligence, but that they 
were entitled to recover on the claim for breach of an implied contract 
of indemnity. The ground of appeal inter alia was that there was in 
the charter-party no implied contract that the appellants should prepare 
or tender for signature of the master only such bills of lading as in 
law did not prejudice the respondents; that the only duty on tne part 
of the charterers which ought to be implied was that, in procuring bills 
of — to be signed, they should act in good faith, and should not 
knowingly or intentionally induce the master to prejudice the rights 
of his owner. It was further contended that the master, as such, had 
a duty and authority to consider, and, if necessary, to adapt for the 
owners’ protection, and to agree bills of lading in forms customary in 
the trade, and that the respondents’ loss was caused by a mere mistake 
on his part in the exercise of such authority by him. Cur. adv. vult. 


Lord LorEsurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, 
after stating the facts, said when bills of lading were given, they may 
give rise to rights in persons other than the charterers, and on conditions 
other than those contained in the charter-party; and, therefore, it is 
the duty of the latter, who have to present them, to provide that they 
shall not eee the shipowners to risks from which by their contract 
they are to be exempt. Nothing had occurred that disentitled the ship- 
owners to this protection. The master, who signed the bills of lading 
under an excusable error of law, did not waive his principal's right to 
be so protected, nor did his — waive it. It was not a case of 
warranty. It was acasein which, by contract, the shipowners undertook 
pedo ax | a cargo on the footing that they were not to be liable for the 
master’s negligent navigation, and the charterers made them so liable 
by bills of lading. Hence arose a duty to give adequate indemnity. 

Lord Haussury, — spon od heen and Lord ATKINSON 

» 4 appeal was accordingly dismissed with costs.—CouNsEL, 
Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., J. A. entiee, K.C., and A. H. Chaser: 
T. E. Scrutton, K.C., and Bailhache. Souicrtors, Hollams, Sons, Cow- 
ard, & Hawksley ; Holman, Birdwood, & Co. 


[Reported by Easxrye Ret, Barrister-at-Law. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL AT THE RELATION OF THE BIRKENHEAD 
CORPORATION v. MERSEY RAILWAY CO. 8th and 9th J uly. 


Rattway—Ouninvs Bustyess yor THe Purrose or CARRYING PassENGERS 
—IncipawtaL To Busryess or Rarpway—U.tra vines. 


Held, that the running of omnibuscs by the respondent railway company, 





although for the bona fide purpose of carrying passengers to and from their 
station, was ultra vires. 
Judgment of Warrington, J. (1906, 1 Ch. 811), restored. 


This was an appeal by the corporation from an order of the Court of 
Appeal (Vaughan Williams, Moulton, and Buckley, L.JJ.) dated the 14th 
of December, 1906, which, upon the respondents giving certain under- 
takings, discharged an order of Warrington, J., dated the 8th of March, 
1906. The hearing below is reported 1907, 1 Ch. 81. ‘The respondents, 
the Mersey Railway Co., own a railway which runs under the River Mersey 
from Liverpool to Birkenhead, and they started a service of motor 
omnibuses at Birkenhead between Claughton, a residential part of the 
town, and their station—the Central, as it is called—near the river 
in connection with the running of their trains at a six minutes’ 
interval. These omnibuses, besides ing passengers to and from 
the station, picked up persons along the road and carried them 
to places along the line of route as well as to the station. The 
fares varied according to the distance travelled, and were not limited 
to journeys to and from the station, but included fares between inter- 
mediate points. It was established that the service of omnibuses was 
worked bond fide for the purpose of obtaining traffic on the railway, and 
was not intended to be an independent omnibus service. The defendants 
special Act contained no express power to carry on the business of omnibus 
proprietors. The Corporation of Birkenhead owned the ferry across the 
Mersey, and a system of electric tramways which were convenient to 
passengers using the ferry, but not for the railway. They objected to the 
motor omnibuses, and brought the action in the Chancery Division for an 
injunction to restrain the defendant railway company from continuing to 
run them, on the ground that in so doing they were acting in excess of 
their statutory powers. The respondents pleaded that these omnibuses 
were part of their system, and auxiliary and incidental to their ordinary 
business of conveying passengers by their line. Warrington, J., held that 
the motor omnibus service was ulird vires, and granted an injunction. 
The majority of the Court of Appeal (Vaughan Williams, L.J., dissentiente), 
while agreeing with the learned judge so far that the system as worked 
was ultra vires, thought that if the defendants would give an undertaking 
to run the omnibuses for the sole purpose of carrying passengers to 
or from the station the omnibuses could then be fairly considered 
as incidental to their business, and therefore not wlird vires. Fletcher 
Moulton, L.J., on this point expressed the view that if the defendants 
cease to hold themselves out as carriers of passengers in their omnibuses 
otherwise than to and from their station, the fact that individual members 
of the public who were not and did not intend to be travellers by the railway 
used the omnibuses did not make the running of the omnibuses ultra vires, 
nor did he think that the company were compelled by section 52 of the 
Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, as applied to Birkenhead by a local Act, to 
carry in their omnibuses persons other than passengers by their railway. 
The final order stood over for the railway company to consider what undertak- 
ing they could give to meet the view expressed by the majority of the court. 
The railway company subsequently gave an undertaking to this effect: 
(1) To run their omnibuses to or from a railway station upon their line, 
and in connection with trains upon their railway, and not otherwise, and 
to so advertise their omnibus service, and not to advertise or hold them- 
selves out as carrying on a general omnibus business or as carriers of 
passengers in their omnibuses otherwise than to or from one of their 
railway stations. (2) To make all fares charged in respect of their omnibus 
service fares to or from some one of their stations, and not to make or 
charge any separate fare between places neither of which is such a station. 
(3) To run their omnibus service as a service for railway passengers, and 
as far as reasonably practicable to confine their service to passengers to or 
from some or one of their stations. Judgment was then entered for them, 
and the injunction discharged. The corporation thereupon appealed to 
their lordships’ bar. 

Lord Lorgxzurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be allowed, said 
the respondent company had been running a number of omnibuses in the 
town, and they justified doing so on the ground that this omnibus service 
was incidental to, and consequential upon, their railway system. It had 
been laid down in that House that a business which in itself would be 
ultra vires might be within the statutory powers of a railway company if 
it could fairly be considered as being auxiliary and incidental to its under- 
taking as a railway : Ashbury Railway Carriage and Iron Co. v. Riche (7H. L. 
653) and Attorney-General v. Great Eastern Railway Co. (5 App. Cas. 473). 
This service of omnibuses, however, in his opinion, was not fairly incidental 
to the railway enterprize, and was within the rule laid down in Attorney- 
General v. London County Council (1902, A. O. 165)—the case of the ha’penny 
omnibuses over the London bridges—where it was held that the powers of 
their tramway undertaking did not authorize the London County Council 
to run feeding omnibuses to and from the tramway termini. In substance 
this undertaking was one to enable the railway company to compete with 
the electric trams and ferry owned by the appellants in taking passengers 
across from Birkenhead to Liverpool. It was unnecessary to elaborate 
distinctions between the one case and the other, and reasoning from 
analogy in — of mixed fact and law was a somewhat dangerous 
process. he undertaking entered into in the Court of Appeal was 
impracticable and could not be supported. 

rd ——_ concurred. 

Lord Macnacuren agreed, and pointed out that the respondents’ proper 
course, if they wished to continue the running of this counlioas sarees, 
was to apply to Parliament for further powers. He ventured to think 
that the court mj place itself in a ridiculous position if it attempted to 
regulate comm enterprize by impossible conditions and drastic and 
unsubstantial undertakings. 

Lord James oy Hzrzvorp and Lord Arxinson concurred in the ap 
being allowed, with coste. Judgment of Warrington, J., paw te 
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CounsgL, Cripps, K.C., and Leslie Scott; Upjohn, K.C., and A. B. Shaw. 
Soxicrrors, Linklater, Addison, Brown, ¢ Jones; F. Venn § Co., for Alfred 
Gill, Birkenhead. 


[Reported by Exsxixz Rep, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Court of Appeal. 
TROTTER v. WINDHAM & CO. No.1. 6th July. 


Practice—Costs—Dertinur—Recovery or Goops in Specxe—Va.ve Less 
THAN £10—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), s. 116, 
SUB-SECTION 2, 


In an action of detinue judgment was given for the plaintiff for the return of 
the goods claimed or £6 10s., their value, and the goods were returned to him. 

Held, that section 116, sub-section 2, of the County Courts Act, 1888, did not 
apply, and the plaintiff was entitled to costs. 


Appeal from an order of Jelf, J., at chambers. The plaintiff brought 
an action in the High Court to recover certain goods or their value and 
damages for their detention. At the trial judgment was given for the 
plaintiff in the following form: ‘‘ That the plaintiff do have a return of 
the goods claimed . . . or do recover from the defendants £6 10s., 
their value, and costs to be taxed if the plaintiff is entitled to any under 
this judgment.’’ The taxing-master was of opinion that section 116, 
sub-section 2, of the County Courts Act, 1888, did not apply, and he 
accordingly taxed the plaintiff’s costs on the High Court ae Upon an 
application for a review of taxation, Jelf, J., granted the application upon 
the ground that the judgment was an alternative one, and that section 
116, sub-section 2, of the Act applied. The plaintiff appealed. Section 
116 provides that ‘‘ with respect to any action brought in the High Court 
which could have been commenced in a county court, the following pro- 
visions shall apply: . . . (2) If, in an action founded on tort, the 
plaintiff shall recover a sum less than £10, he shall not be entitled to any 
costs of the action.”’ 

Tue Court (Fietcuer Movtton and Bucxzey, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Fietcxer Movutrton, L.J., said that the case was covered by authority. 
The action was for detinue and claimed the return of the goods, and 
judgment was pronounced for the return of the goods or £6 10s., their 
value. It was contended that because the goods were of the value of less 
than £10 section 116, sub-section 2, of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
applied. That contention was negatived by this court in Du Pasquier v. 
Cadbury, Jones, ¢ Co. (51 W. R. 113; 1903, 1 K. B. 104), following the 
decision of the court in Ireland in Bradley v. Archibald (1899, 2 I. R. 108) 
and the decision of this court in Keates v. Woodward (50 W. R. 258; 1902, 

.1K. B. 532). That case decided that section 116, sub-section 2, did not 
apply where the goods were recovered in specie. The judgment here was 
said to be in the alternative, but the answer was that it was not at the 
defendant's option which alternative he would obey. The judgment was 
for the return of the specific goods. The plaintiff was therefore entitled 
to costs. 

Bucktey, L.J., concurred.—Counsgx, C. A. Russell, K.C., J. A. Simon, 
and R. B. Murphy; W.H. Duckworth. Soxscrrors, Sandford § Co. ; Hanne 
¢ Son, 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


THE MAYOR, &c., OF CHORLEY v. NIGHTINGALE. No. 1. 
26th June. 


Loca GovernMENT—Pavine Expenses—Ditcn Atonosing Pusiic Hicu- 
way—Depication or Dircx as Part or Higuway—Pvusiic Heattu 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), s. 150. 


The Divisional Court having held that a ditch alongside a public road could in 
law be dedicated as part of the public highway, the point that it could not be so 
dedicated was substantially, though not formally, abandoned in the Court of 
Appeal, the court saying that it was untenable. 

Decision of the Divisional Court (1906, 2 K. B. 612) affirmed. 


Appeal from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Kennedy and A. T. 
Lawrence, JJ.) (reported in 1906, 2 K. B. 612). The defendant was the 
owner of land abutting on a street or road called Pilling-lane, which wasa 
highway repairable by the inhabitants at large. Pilling-lane was formerly 
bounded on the side of the road opposite to the defendants’ land by a 
ditch, about 8ft. wide and 4ft. deep. The whole space, including both 
roadway and ditch, was situated within the line of fences—that was to say, 
there had always existed a hedge or fence both on the defendant’s side of 
the road and on the opposite side. The whole space between the fences 
had always been delineated and described as Pilling-lane. The ditch was 
necessary for the preservation of the roadway, as the land on the side 
opposite to defendant’s land sloped down towards the road, and the ditch 
was necessary to carry away the water. Within the last twenty yearsa 
pipe had been placed in the ditch to carry off the water, and the ditch had 
been gradually filled up, and this space was added as a part of the roadway 
which could be traversed by foot passengers and carriages. The plaintiffs, 
as the local authority, paved and made up the space formerly occupied by the 
ditch, and brought an action in the county court to recover the apportioned 
part thereof from the defendant, under the concluding part of section 150 
of the Public Health Act, 1875, as the owner of the land abutting on the 
road. The county court judge found that there had been a dedication of 
the whole space between the ori fences as a public highway, and he 
gave judgment for the defendant. In the Divisional Court the main con- 
tention on belalf of the plaintiffs was that a ditch alongside a highway 
could not, as a matter of law, be treated as part of the road dedicated to 
the public. The Divisional Court held that there was no legal objection 





to such a dedication of the whole space, although it included part, such as 
a ditch, which for the time being could not be used for , and the 
affirmed the judgment of the county court judge. The p al > 

Tae Covrr (VaveHan Wits, Fiercner Movtron, and Bucxuzy, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the sg 

Vavenan Wiis, L.J., said that, in his opinion, the Divisional Court 
were right. It had hardly been argued in this court that a ditch 
a road could not, in point of law, be dedicated as part of the pu high- 
way. That being so, it was impossible to say that there was no evidence 
to support the findings of the county court judge. 

Fiercner Movtrton, L J., concurred. The point that a ditch alon 
a public road could not, as a matter of law, form part of the public high- 
way, was substantially, though not in form, abandoned here, and the t 
was —— There was evidence to support the finding of the county 
court judge. 

Bucxuer, L.J., concurred.—Covunsgi, C. A. Russell, K.0., and Fleetwood 
Pritchard ; Danckwerts, K.O., R. Glen, and A, A. Bethune. 
Soricrrors, Sharpe, Parker, ¢ Oo., for T. H. Keviil, Chorley ; W. Buttle, for 
J. Whitfield, Chorley. 

[Reported by W. F. Banny, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


TRACEY ELLIOT AND ANOTHER v. EARL OF MORLEY. Joyce, J. 
14th, 15th, 16th, 28th, and 29th May; 6th July. 


Fisnery—Rrearnuan Owner—Grant or Lanps Bounpep sy a River— 
ConstrrucTtion—PresumptTion or Ricut to Bep or River aD MEDIUM 
FILUM AQuAEB—Evipence To Resut THe Presumption—Tipat Warers— 
Derinition or Oaprnary Hicu Tipe. 


A riparian owner on one bank claimed the exclusive right to the whole bed of 
a river and of the fishery therein as lord of the manor and also by user from time 
immemorial. The riparian owner on the opposite bank disputed the claim and 
brought an action for an injunction against trespass, 

Held, that the plaintiff having acquired his lands, which were not part of the 
said manor, by grants, in which the right to half the bed of the river and the 
Ashing rights over such half would be presumed, the defendant's evidence was 
insufficient in the action to establish his exclusive right to the whole bed of the 
river or the fishery therein. An ordinary high tide is taken at the point of the 
line of the medium high tide between the springs and neaps, ascertained by taking 
the average of the medium tides during the year. 

The plaintiff, Mr. Tracey Elliot, is the owner of the Leigham Estate 
adjacent to and abutting on the right bank of the River Plym and of the 
house, grounds, and sporting rights, including the fishing over one half 
of the River Plym where it passes by the estate. The other plaintiff is the 
lessee. Colonel Elliot, the Fe ges Tracey Elliot’s predecessor in title, 
acquired the manor of Leig d the greater part of the estate by 
purchase in 1830, The particulars in the conveyance of 1830 include 
one-half of the River Plym, 2 acres 1 rood 30 poles, and an ioe 
the river frontage appears to be about 14 miles. In 1837 
Elliot purchased Claylands, an additional 5$ acres adjo , described 
as bounded on the south sg na a thing River gy 
conveyance did not expressly er i except 
Soak, ‘all watercourses, lands covered with water, fishings, fisheries,’’ 
&c. Colonel Elliot died in 1859, and was succeeded by his son 
James J. Elliot. He purchased in 1871 May’s Marsh, about half an acre 
adjoining Leigham. The ot was described in the conveyance as bounded 
on the north by the River Plym. There was no reservation or exception of 
any fishing rights. In 1 ames J. Elliot purchased the Mainstone 
land adjoining the river on the same bank and immediately above the 
lands referred to. In the conveyance of Mainstone one undivided moiety 
of the River Plym up to the middle, where it formed the boundary of 
Mainstone and a full and free several right of fishing on the right bank 
within the limits of the grant, were expressly included so far as the 
grantor, the then Earl of Morley, could grant the same. The total fron 
of all the above ya to a Fo seed Prone a Fang ra —_ 

laintiffs complained that; y ugust, , the defen "s 
a keepers netted the whole bed of the river adjoining the lola 
estate, and brought this action inter alia for ap injunction res 
defendant from trespassing or fishing on the plaintiff's portion 
river. The defendant claimed an exclusive right to the whole bed of the 
river and the fishing. 

Joycr, J.—There can be no question of Mr. Tracey Elliot’s rights over a 
moiety of the bed of the river, and of fishing where the right bank forms 
part of the land —— in the conveyance of Mainstone. As to his 
other lands it appears by the ordnance , Which is not strictly evidence, 
but I have no reason to doubt its accuracy in this res that the point to 
which ordinary tides flow is below any part of these lan There was no 
evidence to shew thatthe line of ordinary high tides, which is the line of the 
medium high tide between the springs and neaps, ascertained by taking the 
average of these medium tides d the year, is above the point indicated 
in the 26-inch ordnance map as the *‘ highest point to which 
flow.” rome eee f spring or extraordinary tides sometimes 
sometimes back up the water above thé lowest part of the Leigham Estate. 
The ground fo g the bed of the river above the re hte, epefng tides, 
mark as above defined, and which is only covered by the high tides, 
pa to the owners of the adjacent lands up to the 
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of the exclusive right of fishery ina river is primd facie evidence of property 
in the bed of the river, and may be sufficient in connection with the 
circumstances to rebut the right of the riparian owners. In Lamb v. 
Newbiggin (1 Car. & K. 549, at p. 550), Pollock, C.B., states: ‘* Claims 
of this kind must be strictly proved, inasmuch as they are in derogation 
of the general common law rights of her Majesty’s subjects. The claim 
of the present plaintiffs extends to the right of fishing along the whole of 
that part of the shore of the River Tyne which is within the manor of 
Crawcrook. Now, the common law presumption is that where land is 
essed by different parties on either side of a river the right of 
in the river belongs to each ad medium filum aquae. It has 
been argued on behalf of the plaintiffs that where a private river 
runs through a manor the right of fishing along the shore thereof 
imd facie belongs exclusively to the lord. My opinion, however, 
{ that the presumption of law is the other way, and that whoever owns 
the land which abuts on the river must be taken to own the water in front 
thereof and the right to fish there, so that if the lord claims a several 
fishery he must make out that claim by evidence.’”’ ‘Ihe conveyance of 
the Leigham Manor Estate in 1830 and the earlier conveyances thereof 
purport expressly to include one-half of the bed of the river, and there is 
@ well-known construction of conveyances that when the land con- 
veyed is described as bounded by a river, the result is that the bed 
of the river up to the middle line of the stream passes with the land 
—a presumption which prevails, although the land be described by 
reference to a map in which it is marked or coloured exclusively of the 
river and although it be described by dimensions or measurements 
which do not include any part of the river. It may, however, be rebutted 
by circumstances at the time of the conveyance shewing a contrary 
intention. At May’s Marsh, in 1871, the Earl of Morley was the owner of 
land on both sides of the river, and of the river bed and fishing therein. 
In these circumstances, in the absence of evidence to rebut the presump- 
tion last mentioned, as a matter of construction the conveyance of May’s 
Marsh would pass a moiety of the bed of the river adjacent thereto with 
the ordinary fishing and other rights of a riparian proprietor. In 1893 a 
Bill was promoted by the Corporation of Plymouth to construct additional 
waterworks. Both Mr. Tracey Elliot and the defendant’s predecessor, the 
then Earl of Morley, petitioned against the Bill, each stating that he was a 
> arg owner— Mr. Tracey Elliot on the right bank, and the Earl of 
orley on the left bank of the river Plym — and claimin 
fishing rights, and the Earl of Morley claimed such rights as suc 
riparian owner. And again, in giving evidence before the House 
of Lords, the Earl of Morley, who was then Chairman of Cummittees and 
Deputy Speaker of the House of Lords, in giving evidence, said: ‘‘I have 
an interest in fishing in the river as a riparian proprietor.’’ There was a 
correspondence in 1815 between the then Earl of Morley and the then owner 
of the Leigham Manor Estate by which the Earl recognized the right of the 
owners of the Leigham Manor Estate to fish in the river. It was alleged 
that the defendant was the owner of the manors of Plympton, Woodford, 
and Boringdon, but the evidence failed to shew that any part of the 
plaintiff's lands were within any of these manors. I see no reason to doubt 
that the boundary between Egg Buckland and Plympton is in the centre 
line of the river or that the boundary of the Manor of Efford (in which 
Claylands is situated) also extended to the centre line of the river, 
with the consequence that the conveyance of Claylands in 1837 passed 
one—namely, the western—half of the bed of the river where it adjoined 
the property. As regards the actual bed of the river, the owners of the 
Lelinen Estate and their tenants have taken sand and gravel in consider- 
able quantities where it was most convenient, and as they pleased, for use 
upon theestate. There is no suggestion that they could have any right to 
do this except as being owners of half the bed of the river. It is a most 
a fact that as far back as living memory extends Mr. Tracey 
ot and his predecessors in title have, without objection or question, 
fished with rod and line from their bank on the western side of the river 
as and when they pleased, and the defendant and his predecessors, or 
mvs person authorized by them, never fished from this bank where it 
belonged to Mr. Tracey Elliot or his predecessors, and never claimed 
the right to do so until the present dispute arose. If Mr. Trace 
Elliot and his predecessors have always been entitled to take fish wi 
rod and line, it would be strange, although perhaps not impossible, if they 
should not be entitled to take fish in any lawful manner. But I am satisfied 
that there is no contention that the defendant’s right is limited to netting, 
and I am eatisfied that Mr. Tracey Elliott and his predecessors, though 
not to so great an extent as the defendant and his predecessors, have taken 
fish netting. A lessee of Mr Tracey Elliot stopped a lessee of the 
defe t from netting in 1892, The defendant produced a number of 
ancient documents commencing with an extract from Domesday Book, but 
these only refer to or mention a fishery or meg Bin ages in the River Plym, 
without defining either position or extent. ere were also a series of 
leases which are only demises of the Earl of Morley’s rights of fishing 
whatever they might be. A lease dated 1901 would have been in 


trespass. Lord Morley’s tenants could not have been entitled to net the 
whole of the river — Mainstone, as his witnesses say they have since 

, nor could they I think be entitled to do so opporite 
May’s Marsh since 1871. Such a trespass, however, from its nature and in 





the circumstances would be very difficult to prevent and could not confer any 
right. I have only referred to what I consider the most salient its of the 
evidence. The evidence adduced on behalf of the defendant falls far short 
of proving an exclusive right to the fishing opposite the Le Manor 
Estate, and is ineufficient to rebut the presumption that Mr. Tracey Elliot 
is entitled as riparian owner to the ordinary rights of a riparian owner 
along this estate where it fronts the river. The defence fails altogether 
and the defendant must Bey the costs of the action.—CovunseL, Cripps, 
K.C., Younger, K.0., and Methold ; Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., Hughes, K.C., 
H. Stuart Moore, and E. Percival Clarke. Soricrrons, Rawle, Johnstone, § Co., 
for Prance § Prance, Plymouth; Ravenscroft, Woodward, ¢ (o., for 
Woolcombe § Sons, Plymouth. 
[Reported by A. 8. Orrt, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re STALLON. STALLON v. STALLON. Joyce, J. 27th June; 5th July. 


Wut-—Srercivric Bequest—ApzmpTion—Parot Dectaration or Trust IN 
LiretTmMe. 

A testator, having varied or re-invested the procecds of certain investments 
which had been specifically thed by his will to his wife, made frequent 
declarations in his lifetime that the substituted property was or would be his 
wife’s property after his death. 

Held, that this did not amount to a declaration of trust. 

The testator, Samuel Stallon, for many years of his life occupied a 
number of official and public positions at Hemel Hempstead. e was 
twice married. By his first wife he had a family of sons, including the 
defendants in this case, and daughters. In 1884, at the age of 62, he 
married the plaintiff Gertrude Stallon, who was then under twenty-one 
years of age. By her be had five children, of whom the three youngest are 
infants. By his will, dated the 28th of November, 1899, the testator 
devised and bequeathed a freehold estate called the ‘‘ Poplars,’’ Boxmoor, 
and his stock in the Hemel Hempstead Waterworks and Laundry Co. 
(Limited) upon trusts in favour of the plaintiff Gertrude Stallon and her 
children, and devised and bequeathed the residue of his real and 
personal estate to his family by his first wife. In 1901 the borough 
of Hemel Hempstead purchased the waterworks, and the testator 
received £3,913 in respect of his interest in the company, and in 
the same year he sold the ‘ Poplars’’ for £1,600. The money 
was reinvested by the testator partly in £4,500 Grand Trunk Railway 
Stock, and as to £1,000 in the purchase of a leasehold house, ‘‘ Sunny 
Mount,”’ at Bournemouth. Both these investments were made after con- 
sultation with his wife, the plaintiff, and the testator and his wife and her 
children subsequently lived at ‘‘Sunny Mount”’ until his death. During 
his life he frequently told his wife, sometimes in the presence of witnesses, 
that the Grand Trunk Stock and the house was hers, or would be hers, 
and that he intended it should be hers or go for her and her children’s 
benefit. Mrs. Stallon and her children, who were left totally unprovided 
for by the testator’s will, brought this action to enforce the trusts which 
they alleged the testator declared of the £4,500 Stock in the Grand Trunk 
Railway. 

loon, J.—It is not contended that the testator made a gift of the 
Grand Trunk Railway Stock to his wife. The court will not declare 
a trust for the testator. In order to declare a trust in circumstances 
similar to those in the present case there must be an intention to create a 
trust. In the present case the contention was, not that the testator 
intended to declare a trust in pracsenti, but that he should retain the 
property and enjoy it during his lifetime and be a trustee for his widow 
and children. Such a settlement if made by ol would require clear 
proof, and if it rested on the testimony of the beneficiaries only 
corroborative evidence would be required. Upon the facts proved, 
and I accept Mrs. Stallon’s evidence, the testator did not declare a 
trust and did not intend to be a trustee of the proceeds of the 
‘* Poplars ’’ and the waterworks. Where a testator . 4 makes a specific 
gift in terms without a direction to the effect that the beneficiary should 
take it in the condition in or by which the gift might be or be represented 
at the date of his death, and before his death converts the gift, it is 
adeemed. This not unfrequently happens. Unfortunately the testator 
did not make a new will or codicil. ‘he court cannot make a new will ; 
the action fails and must be dismissed.—Counsg., R. F. Norton, K.C., and 
W.F. Webster ; Hughes, K.0., and J. Gatey. Soxtcrrons, Smith, Fawdon, § 
Law, for E. H. Bone, Bournemouth ; Kingsford, Dorman, § Co., for Stallion 
¢ Son, Hemel Hempstead. 

(Reported by A. 8. Orré, Barrister-at-Ls w.] 





- + yy 
Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re A SOLICITOR. Ex parte HALES. Div. Court. 29th May. 
Soricrron—Orricer or Covurt—Jvgispiction or Court OVER. 

F., an undischarged bankrupt, applied by R. § Co., solicitors, for the taxation 
of certain costs owed by him to H., another solicitor, for professional services. On 
the summons H. stated that F. was an undischarged bankrupt, and asked for the 
dismissal of the summons as being vexatious. R. § Co.’s clerk denied this, and 
the master made the order for taxation, F., on being communicated with and 
hearing what had occurred, placed £150 in the oustody of R. § Co. to meet the 
bili of costs, and R. § Co. thereupon wrote the following letter to H. : ‘* Having 
regard to the statements made by your clerk to the master on our client’s application to 
tax your bill of costs, Mr. F. has to-day placed in our hands the full amount of 
your bills, so that on the completion of the taxation we shall be in a position to 
pay you the amount by the master as due to you.”” On the faith of this 
letter H. did nothing further, and some time elapsed. The bili was taxed at 
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£82 10s. 7d., but R ¢ Co. eventually refused to pay it, on the ground that they 
were entitled to re’ain the money for costs due by F. to them. On @ summons 
taken out by H , the master made an order for payment by R. § Co. of the amount 
taxed, but Bray, J., set aside the master’s order. On appeal it was 

Held, that the court, exercising its jurisdic’ion over officers of the court, would 
make an order for payment by R. § Co. of the taxed costs. 


The facts of the case appear from the judgments, which were as 
follows : : 


Daxtine, J.—I think this appeal should be allowed. It appears that 
Mr. H. had a claim against F. for work done for F. as a solicitor. F 
was an undischarged bankrupt. He desired to tax H.’s bill of costs 
To this H. objected on the ground that F. was an undischarged bank- 
rupt. Upon that objection being made, F. said “True, I am an un: 
discharged bankrupt, but I have money and I will put it in the hands 
of my solicitors in order that you may be safe.’’ He did pay the money 
into the hauds of R. & Oo. and they then wrote the letter of the 11th of 
December to H. In that letter they said: ‘‘ Having regard to the 
statements made by your clerk to the master on our client’s application.to 
tax your bill of costs, Mr. F. has to-day placed in our hands the full 
amount of your bills, so that’’—and this is important—‘“‘ on the comple- 
tion of the taxation we shall be in a position to pay you the amount 
certified by the master as due to you.’’ To my mind that is a definite 
statement by R. & Co. that on the completion of the taxation they would 
be in a position to pay the money. Tnat means that the money would 
still remain in R.’s & Co.’s hands allocated to this purpose. I think it is 
important to notice that the word used is ‘‘shall’’ and not “should.” 
I understand the word ‘‘shall’’ to mean that in consequence of what 
F. has done we shall, on the completion of the taxation, be in a position 
to pay the money due to you. That is another way of saying ‘in 
consequence of what F. has done, on the completion of the taxation the 
money will still remain in our hands for the purpose of being paid to 
you.” On receiving that letter H. did nothing further and some time 
elaped. F. died, 1 think, on the day that the summons was issuei. 
R. now declines to pay over the money necessary to discharge F.’s debt 
to H., and gives as a reason that he himse!f is making a claim against 
F.’s estate tor £77, and that he intends to hold this money in order to 
pay himself. Thereupon H. takes out this summons aud invokes the 
jurisdiction of this court over one of the court’s own officers. Me. 
Shearman admits that we might make the order we intend to make, in 
certain circumstances, but he says this letter is merely an undertaking 
g ven on behalf of his client by R, and not a personal guarantee by him. 
Ido not think it is a personal guaruntee in the sense that R. personally 
guarantees the payment of F.’s debt out of his (R.’s) own money, so that 
he would be out of pocket by paying H. But I think it is a personal 
guarantee in the sense that it is a statement that F. having put funds 
into R’s hands for the si of paying H. upon a certain event 
happening, that upon the happening of that event he will pay the money. 
I think a persoval undertaking in that sense is sufficient to enable us to 
exercise the jurisdiction of the court. Let us eee whether the case comes 
within the rules laid down as to the circumstances in which the jurisdic- 
tion will be exercised. I prefer to take the definition given by Bowen, 
L J., in Re Grey (1892, 41 W. R. 3; 1892, 2 Q. B., at p. 447). The state- 
ment there is very accurate, and I think it is wide enough to cover this 
case. He says: ‘* The solicitor in this case is in a situation which presen‘s 
two aspects involving a double responsibility. He was a debtor who owed 
a legal debt. He also owed a duty to his profession and the court of 
justice, whose officer he war, to pay over the money which belonged to his 
client, and of which he had possession through the confidence placed in 
him in his professional capacity and as an officer of the court. There are 
in such a case two wholly distinct rights, the right of the client at law to 
be paid his debt, and his right to apply to the court as a person whos: 
confidence has been abused by a person who is an officer of the court, and 
whom he would not have trusted unless he had been such an officer.’ Itis 
p-rfectly p!ain to my mind that where there isno remedy by action for 
debt there may be this remedy, because Bowen, L.J., says there are two 
wholly distinct rights. What happened? H. would not have trusted 
F. if F. had written a letter and said “‘I have got money enough 
to pay your bill,’’ nor would he have altered his position on R.’s 
assurance that F. had money enough to pay the bill. Why he 
altered his position and thus brought himself within the rule was 
this, because he trusted R. where he would not have trusted F. 
He trusted R. because he said, ‘‘I have enough money to meet your 
bill, and it has been given to me so that on the completion of the 
taxation I shall be in a position to pay you the amount certificd due to 
you by the master.’’ It seems to me that where a solicitor who still has 
money in his possession confided to him by his client for a particular 
purpose on the happening of circumstances which have now happened, 
it would be dishonourable for that officer to retain the money, and 
doubtless do that which he desires to do—namely, himself the sum 
which he himself claims against his client. It was down by Ether, 
M.R., in the case to which I have referred that this jurisdiction which is 
now invoked exists for the purpose of *‘ enforcing honourable conduct on 
the part of the courts’ own officers.’’ Although there may be no case in 
which it has been said that the court will use this power to prevent the 
c mmission of a breach of trust, my own opinion is that the court should 
a .d would make use of it if there is a declaration of trust. 1 think in this 
case the letter constitutes a declaration of trust whether it is a guarantee 
in another sense or not. I think this was a declaration of trust by 
R., and one that made H. alter his position, and, that being so, I think that 
H., although not a client of R., has the right to come to this court and ask 
it to prevent this dithonourable conduct on the part of a solicitor, that 

dishonourable conduct being the commission of a breach of trust against 





a solicitor who has altered his ape Ronis th eeneats the declara- 
tion of trust, For these reasons the must be allowed. 

A. T. Lawzence, J.—I am of the same I quite agree with Mr. 
Shearman’s contention that mere dishonourable conduct does not give the 
court jurisdiction to apply this summary remedy. The dishonourable 
conduct which gives the court jurisdiction in such cases is dishonourable 
conduct to the applicant, and if the applicant can shew that there bas 
been dishonourable conduct to him, prejudicing his tion, it ig then 
that he can come to the court and say, “‘ I ask fur the interp sit on of the 
court by way of this sum remedy.”” What was the position ia this 
case? The client was an uw bankrupt. He owed a billof costs 
to his late solicitor, and he wanted to have that bill taxed, as he haia 
ss do. The solicitor, when the ~~! came before the get said, 

is is a mere vexatious proceeding yo Pe ages gor an to 
put me to the costs of going jo te thro g taxation, and when it roy Bo 
I shall get nothing.”’ I can easily ne, upon that being stated to the 
master, the clerk on the other side saying, ‘* Tais is not a vexatious pro- 
ceeding, and the client is not an undischarged bankrupt, and the bill 
will be duly paid.’” The master accordingly makes the order for taxation. 
When the clerk goes back his master informs him that the client is really 
an undisch bankrupt, and this places him in an awkward position, 
because he might say, “‘ I am now with this matter, which may 
be extremely vexatious to the other solicitor, as my client is really aa 
undischarged bankrupt.’’ He communicates with his client and tells him 
the position, and points out to him that F. is placing him in the position 
of putting the applicant H. to alot of costs and non constat they would 
ever be paid tohim. F. replies: ‘‘ I have the money and I wi'l hand it 
over to you now.’”’ R. & Co. thereupon wrote the leiter of the 11th of 
December. What does that letter mean? It means: “I am holding this 
sum of money to furnish the amount of your costs. I am not 
vexatiously, but bond Ade, and when the amount is due we, R. & Oo, 
shall be in a position to pay you the amount certified due to you by the 
master.”” How can litigation or legal ings be conducted with 
justice or truth if a statement of that sort is not to be taken to mean 
what it says. I think that the statement in the letter was not a personal 
undertaking in the sense that R. undertook to pay the money out of his 
own pocket, but personal in the sense that he said: ‘‘We, R. & Co 
have this fund, which we hold appropriated to this purpose, and 
from which we will pay you any amount to which you establish 
your right.’’ That was the position created by the letter between the 
parties. The taxation proceeds and a sum of £82 odd is found to 
be due to H. In the meanwhile, a long time having been 
allowed to elapse on the faith of that letter, R. & Oo. say the 
position between ourselves and our client has altered, costs are 
owing to us from him, and therefore we propose to appropriate this sum 
to our own p .” I think this is one of the cases in which the court 
should interpose, and say, ‘‘ No; if you write letters of this kind, and 
make these statements, which are acted upon by other persons, you 
cavnot afterwards turn round if your position has changed.”’ That would 
be, in the sense in which the court uses the term, dishonourable conduct. 
I do not mean to say that I do not think that R. & Co. are not entitled 
to say that they must look to their own interests, but I do not think 
they are right in doing so. I quite agree that the case of Re Grey (supra 
was a case in which the court was dealing with a case arising between 
solicitor and his client, and in that respect no doubt Mr. Shearman 
right in drawing the distinction between that case and this, and is 
perhaps in saying that this letter was not a tee, but it isa 
undertaking to apply that fund to a purpose, and [ think, 
therefore, that the respondent is bound to pay over this money. Appeal 
allowed.—CounsEL, Gore-Browne, K.C.; J. H. Watts ; Montagu Shearman, 
K.C.; H. Douglas. Sourcrrons, W. H. Hales; R. § Co. 

(Reported by C. G. Moras, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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New Orders, &c. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1905. 


The Home Secretary has made the following regulations as to ex.mina- 
tions of a workman by a medical practitioner vided and paid by the 
employer under the provisions of the First ule to the Workmen's 
Compeuesation Act, 1906: 

1, Whose 0 wera ins ginnanea an accident or is in receipt of 
weekly payments uuder the Act, he shall not be required to submit himself 
ayainst his will for examination by a medical practitioner provided by the 
employer except at reasonable hours. 


2. A workman in receipt of weekl ts shall not be required, after 
a period of one month has e the date on which the first pay- 
ment of com tion was made, or if the first payment is om ta 


obedience to the award of a committee or arbitrator from the date of the 


orang, to subent Manen Oren catae es tae howler MD 
ractitioner prov’ y the employer except a’ : 
bans 6 during the second, and once a month during the third, 


fourth, fifth, and sixth months, after the date of the first 
award, as the case may be, and thereafter once in every two months. 
Provided that where after the second month an application has 
made to the County (in Scotland, the Sheriff) Court or to a commit 
a review of the weekly payment, the workman be required, pt 
and for the purposes of the settlement of the application, to submi 
. 


per! 


- 


self to one additional examination, 
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to do, which was to promote the learning of those who were entering 
S tat the profession. He thought that the payment of £490, when the society 
ocieties. had £1,876 to dispose of, was not quite consistent with the dignity of the 

. society. 
The Law Society. Mr. Cuas. Forp (London) said he would like to indulge in a little 
ANNUAL MEETING. | friendly criticism of the account. This was the only opportunity the 


The annual general meeting of the Taw Sacicty was held) pembere had once a year, and they beard wo muck of ts noses 
* the Society's Hall, = mantery-e, | oR Paideg, he probably not out of order that the accounts of the Law Society should 
inet., Mr. Hzwnr ATTLES (London), the retiring president, be shipshape and satisfactory. He was very much afraid that too many 
Savngying the ‘chair. ‘There was’ 9 large sttendenes, 2nd among of the members took the accounts as a matter of course, but he ventured 
those present were the Vice-President (Mr. Edmund Kell Blyth), hink seen Seat ‘tateten: inhaceith ie iaen-Ger teats wens, Sas 
Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. Ebenezer John Bristow, Mr. John | @ one ——- eet ae littl — inten tidal 16 dequlh tos [aie maa 
Wreford Budd, Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. William Francis Pwd were The, en ong ee bmitted to the members for their 
Fladgate, the Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Fowler, G.C.S.1., M.P., | Satustactory. the accounts were sul . . : “9 

‘ Ar : 45 , te approval, and the responsibility rested with them to approve or dis 
Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. William Edward Gillett, Mr. Henry Edward | ah iad aah Uae hens enite netisdactecy shat out of tates 
egg Bg — gv oaecagy A ‘William George 2 ue mee auditors two should be members of the society. In all the circumstances 
Wiimot Ize, Mr. Henry ‘Manisty, Mr. Charles Berkeley Margetta | it would be better that two should be public accountants, instead of one 
(Huntingdon), Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. Thomas Rawle, Sir Albert | 5 ¥@8 the — at L cena es ven tne ficer cage pinto fn 
Kaye Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L., Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, Mr. | *W° public accountants besides its own olficers in the accountants 

a) =aes , , “é, F rena ; partments to deal with these matters. There was the item “Law and 
Richard Stephens Taylor, Mr. Walter Trower, Mr. William Melmoth | P*"” : seared apg : ro ittee under Soli- 
Walters, Mr. William Howard Winterbotham, and Mr. Philip Witham, | Patliamentary expenses, including costs allowed by committee under Soli 

> 2 . é é : @ pA . a pi oa ¥ . < ss rte 
members of the Council; Mr. Thomas Eggar (Brighton), Mr. C. H. a Padieeg” SAAUE On 94. Me bak lnchod aochers taveen, ak te 
oer agit ag — so i pateinae a = a was somewhat surprised to find that out of that no less than £2,800 in 
egy Phage a S. P. Bucknill, assistant secretary, and Mr. Ralph one year had been paid out of the funds for costs to pensons who had 
00k, clerk to We commitvess. made complaints against members of the profession. It seemed to him 
PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. | that that was rather a large sum, and it ought to have some further 

The Prestpenr said that Mr. Edmund Kell Blyth had been proposed explanation. The persons who attended against members of the pro- 
as president, and Mr. James Samuel Beale as vice-president of the society fession must be very numerous, and the proceedings somewhat costly. 
for the ensuing year, and that as there were no other candidates, they | Then there was “Entertainments after each examination and Council 
would be elected. Speaking of Mr. Blyth, he said that he would prove a | luncheons for the year,’’ £1,712 1s. ld. He thought that £500 should 
most acceptable president, and would bring to the office a wide and | be quite a. for a th cubed te ak i 
large experience. provincial meeting,’’ lls. ld. H i / 

Mr. Chas. Forp (London) said he was sorry to find that the attend-| respect of the annual provincial meetings, and of the members who 
ance of Mr. Beale at the council and committee meetings for, the year | attended them, but he did desire to say that any resolution passed at 
had been very bad. those meetings was a mere recommendation to the Council, therefore 

The Prestpent said that Mr. Beale had taken the opportunity, before | the resolutions so passed were not confirmed, and, he took it, carried 
entering upon the office, of taking a rest, after many years of great | very little —— _and he was amongst the minority who thought it 
activity in the profession, with the cordial approbation of his col- | would be a goo thing to save the expense of the meetings. There was 
leagues on the Council. He had taken a long voyage. also ‘Depreciation on furniture, fixtures, and fittings,’’ £545 4s. 9d., 

Mr. Forp said he had not been aware of that. and an item which was not in the accounts at all two years ago, and a 
v c very big item it — ‘* Depreciation ae “ve and ee ns precae 

ACANCIES IN COUNCIL. lane,’’ £3,000. The professional auditor ought to give the members 

There were eleven vacancies on the Council, ten of which were caused | some information when he suddenly imported such an item into the 
by the retirement of members in rotation, and one by the resignation | accounts. He entirely endorsed the remarks of Mr. Kimber about tue 
of Mr. S. H. King, of Maidstone. All the retiring members were | claims of the law students upon the society. It seemed a very ~~ 
nominated for re-election, the full list of candidates being as follows: | shame that out of the nominal rent of the society’s buildings, the students 
Mr. Herbert Beaumont (Wakefield), Mr. Edmund Kell Blyth (London), | were debited with the sum of £1,850. The society was improving as 
Mr. John Wreford Budd (London), Mr. Harvey Clifton (London), Mr. | time went on, but it was very slow work indeed. He remembered when 
Walter Dowson (London), Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. William | there was no separate acccunt of the students’ fee fund, as now. ‘Then 
Francis Fladgate (London), Mr. William Edward Foster (Aldershot), | there was, ‘“‘ Luncheon rooms—being excess of expenditure over income,”’ 
Sir Henry Fowler, M.P. (Wolverhampton), Mr. Walter Gerald Gurney | £110, 5s. 3d., to keep the luncheon rooms going. He ventured to urge 
(Cheltenham), Mr. John Walter Hills, M.P. (London), Mr. Henry Manisty | upon the Council that if they would only throw these rooms open to 
(London), Mr. Chas. Berkeley Margetts (Huntingdon), Mr. Richard | every member of the profession, and to articled clerks as well, there 
Alfred Pinsent (London), Mr. Frank William Stone (Tunbridge Wells), | would be no deficit. And they ought not to have to pay 6d. as table- 
and Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor (London), so there were eighteen can- | money every time they wanted a glass of wine, which was an unreason- 
didates for the eleven vacancies. able state of things. It must be remembered that the Act said tha: 

The Presment said that as the number of candidates was greater than | all the fees provided by the students’ fund should be exclusively ex- 
the vacancies, a poll would be necessary, and he appointed five | pended for their benefit, and he asserted that the society did not so 
rcrutineers—namely, Mr. W. J. Fraser, Mr. E. D. Moore, Mr. G. N. | expend them. 

Davey, Mr. William Arnold, and Mr. J. 8S. 8. Marshall. Mr. Watrer Trower, (chairman of the Finance Committee) said 

Mr. Forp hoped that the members would take the trouble before | he would answer Mr. Kimber first. With regard to the scholarships, 
voting to see what had been the attendances of the members of the | that, of course, was very much in the hands of the Legal Education 
Council for the year. : Committee, but last year the expenditure on scholarships was increased 

The Presment said he hoped that every member before voting | from £475 to £850. These scholarships were cumulative, so that this 
would carefully consider what he ought to do in the matter, and would year the Council expected to spend a further sum of £475. The scholar- 
vote in the wav he thought best. Any information would be given to ships were greatly increasing, and the Council expected to increase their 





any member who asked for it. grants to the country by £250. The tutors’ salaries would also be largely 
AUDITORS. increased, and at the end of this og he did not anticipate there would 
The Presment said it was necessary under the bye-laws to appoint be any surplus at all, because the Council would have expended the 


a professional auditor, and he declared Mr. J. S. Chappelow, F.C.A., | entire balance in their hands on the education of articled clerks, partly 
who was the only candidate, duly elected. With regard to the auditors | in scholarships, and partly in increasing the efficiency of the teaching 
selected from the members of the society, Mr. G. E. H. Cook and Mr. | staff and providing grants to the country societies. The Council tried, 
E. D’Aguilar E. Jukes were the candidates. They had done good | in dealing with the question of legal education, to hold the balance 
work before, and he declared them elected. i evenly between the country and London societies, and the question 
was how best to expend the money which came to them. As far as he 
‘ could see, they would spend the full income this year. With regard to 

The PRESIDENT moved the adoption of the statement of accounts for the question of law costs, so far from that being an undesirable expendi- 
the year ending the 31st of December, 1906. ture, he thought it very desirable, though perhaps it was to be regretted. 

Mr. E. K. Brrr (vice-president) seconded the motion. It was the expenditure necessary in bringing solicitors who have 
offended before the Discipline Committee, and of that sum of £2,800 
which was expended in that way the society got back from the grant 

Mr. E. Kiser (London) said he should like to draw the attention of | £2,500. Then came the question of the cost of the entertainments. 
the members to the part which dealt with the articled clerks’ account. | That had slightly increased, but he thought it had been generally appre- 
They all understood that the society was for the advancement of legal | ciated that the members of the society should come there and be enter- 
training. The balance of the account carried down being excess of | tained by the society at their annual dinners, and he believed that 
income over expenditure was £1,876 10s. 2d., and all that the Council | larger and more expensive and more frequent. entertainments and meet- 
had given for scholarships and class prizes was £490 15s. In his| ing of the members of the society had met with general approval. He 
opinion that it was unfair to the articled clerks. It was not encouraging | could not offer any criticism of the expense of the provincial meeting. 
the advancement of learning. It was not what a society of this charac-| He believed that meetings in the provinces were of very great 
ter ought to do in the advancement of its education, and in performing | use. With regard to the depreciation of furniture, he believed that every 
ite duty to the public, and in carrying out what it had always pretended ' prudent man of business wrote down his furniture, and with respect to 


Socrety’s Accounts. 
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the buildings, it had been thought prudent to write down the value of 
buildings by £3,000 a year out of income so 1 as the mortgage 
existed upon them. The value of the buildings entered in the accounts 
was £142,000, and the new buildings were about £49,000. That was 
sanctioned by the society. The mortgage had now been reduced to 
£22,000 by means of writing off and saving out cf income, and he 
thought that the society would consider that a very satisfactory position. 
They had the site and buildings free of ail charges with the exception of 
£22,000, and they had paid out of income the cost of the buildings 
with the exception of something like £25,000. Then as to excess of 
expenditure on the luncheon-rooms, that included writing off £128 for 
depreciation of furniture, so that actually if they had not written off 
that amount there would have been a small surplus, but the Council had 
thought it prudent to write down what must naturally be a wasting 
property. He thought it was rather for the society to say whether the 
system of the payment of 6d. per head or an annual subscription should 
be continued, but if it was not continued the deficiency on that account 
would be very much larger. It was always difficult to carry on Juncheon- 
rooms at a profit. He thought that was the experience of them all. The 
Council spent a very large amount of time in considering these questions, 
and were most anxious in every way to meet the society in that respect, 
and ii anything could be devised for the benefit of the members, the 
Council would be glad to hear of it. 
The motion was adopted. 


ANNUAL REPORT. 


The Prestpent moved the adoption of the annual report. 
The Vicz-PREsmmENT seconded the motion. 


Common Room. 


Mr. W. P. W. Puittoiore (London) said that the report made a 
reference to him where it stated that ‘‘at the special general meeting 
held in April last a suggestion was made by a member that the supply of 
light refreshments and smoking should no longer be permited in the 
common room.’’ He did not know that that was what he had intended 
by his motion last April. He then called attention to the very serious 
inconvenience which occured to student members of the society when 
they wished to consult books of reference in the common room in the 
alcoves where there were tables which persons could use for eating. 
It was a great convenience to those who desired to consult books 
like the public records and so forth, because they could not move them 
on account of members, as he thought, very discourteously using the 
tables for the purpose of eating and drinking and smoking. The 
whole room was open to them for the purpose of eating and drinking 
and smoking, and he thought that the least that could be done would 
be to reserve some portion of the common room where persons could 
use the books for reference. The President at the last meeting had 
pointed out that there were attendants who would fetch the books and 
take them into the library proper, With all due respect to the 
President’s office, he must say that that was a ridiculous suggestion, 
because if he wished to refer to some word in Buchanan which might 
be in the main body of the work or in the supplement, it was 
ridiculous to think that he could send the attendant backwards and 
forwards for those ponderous tomes. The inconvenience could be 
easily obviated by setting aside two or three tables which should be 
sacred to those who wished to use the room for consulting the 
books in it. He urged upon the Council the consideration whether 
some such scheme could not be adopted for the convenience of student 
members of the society. 

The Presment said it seemed to him that Mr, Phillimore was going 
over the same arguments he used at the April meeting, which could not 
be repeated for a year, under the bye-laws. Mr. Phillimore’s motion 
then found but one supporter, and seemed to be entirely contrary to 
the views of the members then present in the hall. He thought the 
Council would give every attention to the convenience of every 
individual member of the society, but they could not sacrifice the 
general convenience to the wishes of one particular member. 

Mr. PaHILimore suggested that the books should be moved-into the 
hall in which they were meeting, and that the common room should 
be left for the purpose of eating and drinking. 
P The PreEstpENT said he could not macvere a that that should be 
lone. 

EXTRAORDINARY MEMBERS, Etc. 

Mr. Forp said he was extremely glad to see that the Council at 

last proposed to make a new departure, whether it was satisfactory 


the public Press that some one had been inted who was not in 
| the public service, for Mr, Stewart, who had been appointed, was 
lately managing director of Allsopp’s brewery. With regard to county 
courts, he very much doubted wisdom of giving county court 
judges power to commit solicitors, He should have thought that power 
of committal should have been reserved for the High Court, of which 
sclicitors were officers. A list was given in the report of various public 
bodies outside the Council] on whick members of the Council been 
appointed. He thought it would have been desirable to appoint 
members who were not on the Council to some of these posts, which 
would have been a relief to members of the Council, as was done 
in other bodies. . 

The motion was then carried. 


Brits Berore PARLIAMENT. 


The Prestpent said that before passing to the notice of motion with 
regard to the election of Council which was on the agenda, he would 
first express to the meeting the very great regret the Council felt at 
the loss, which wag a loss not merely to the Council, but to the whole 
profession, by the death of their friend Mr. Charles Edward Stevens, 
of Liverpool. He had been a most useful member of the Council, 
always bringing to their discussions a well-informed mind, and always 
carefully examining the questions before he came to the Council 
meetings. The Council were very much indebted to Mr. N. Micklem, 
a member of the bar, for the assistance given to them in —— 
forward the Married Women’s Property Bill, prepared by them, an 
which there was some hope would become law, and he had also taken 
charge of the Conveyancing Bill and the Settled Land Bill; but, thanks 
to the blocking methods, was afraid that there was not much hope 
that they would pass this session. 


Patents AND Designs Brit. 


The Patents and Designs Bill was another matter which seriously 
aected their profession, because it was p by that Bill, as now 
drafted, that all persons who had the right of appearing before the 
haw officers on questions relating to patents should have the right of 
audience before the judges in chambers, and that was a right which 
had hitherto been the exclusive privilege of the solicitor branch of the 
profession and the bar. The Council had taken strong measures by 
putting themselves into communication with members of Parliament, 
and also by representations which they had made to Mr. Lloyd-George, 
who has charge of the Bill, and had introduced it, to try and get the 
Bill amended in that respect. He was greatly in hope that they wou'd 
be able to get rid of that obnoxious clause and prevent unqualified 

rsons having access to the judge to the detriment of the solicitor 
ooaek of the professioa, he Council looked to the members to 
render them every assistance by using such influence as they possessed 
with their local members and others to try and get their attention 
called_to this question, He was very glad to be able to report, and 
it was very satisfactory that owing to the vigilance of Mr. 
Williamson, who had frequently detected in private Bills provisions 
which would give unqualified persons power to take proceedings, the 
Council had been able to prevent that in several cases. 


Lanp Reoistry Act. 


The Council had also received a communication from the secretary of 
the committee appointed to inquire into registration of title in Scot- 
land, that socbebiy aie Commission would sit to take English evidence 
in London, and that they were taking steps to bring before that Com- 
mission the views of the Council as to the effect of registration of 
title under the Land Registry Act. He mentioned that because the 
members would have seen in the newspapers something with regard to 
the matter, and he should like them to know that the Council had 
been vigilant, and had not allowed it to pass their notice. 


Vacancies on Covuncit. 


The following notices of motion were on the paper of business: The 
Council will propose: ‘(1) That the noessary steps be taken for 
altering the charter and bye-laws so as to provide that, in addition 
to vacancies caused by death or resignation, three of the retiring 
members at each annual meeting be ineligible for re-election for one 
year, such three members to be determined by the Council by agree- 
ment or ballot, but that this provision is not to apply to persons 
nominated as president or vice-president, the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, the chairman of the Examination Committee, and the 








or not, with regard to the method of electing members to serve on the | members of the Discipline Committee ; 2) that the necessary steps be 


Council. What had suddenly brought about this change in their 
attitude the members might hear more of presently. He had 
repeatedly urged the Council to make a change, and in April, 1906, 
he had brought forward a motion on the point, and he was glad to know 
now that the Council proposed some alteration, He was extremely 
sorry to see by looking at the attendances of the extraordinary members 
at the meetings of the Council that they did not generally attend. Only 
two extraordinary members had attended more than half the Council 
meetings. He was sorry to see that no invitation had been received 
for a provincial meeting this year. Though perhaps that bore out his 


view of the matter, and he thought it was wrong and rude of him to say | 


so, he hoped none would be received, He was extremely sorry that 
only fifty-seven students out of 600 used the library, and he hoped 
that something more would be done to induce them to make use of it. 


With regard .to the Public Trustee Act, the report stated that the | 


Council had represented to the Government that it was desirable only 


to have some one in the public service as the trustee, but he saw by ' 








taken for providing by bye-law that, with the view of promoting the 
election ts desirable members of the society to fill vacancies in the 
Council, a small committee of not more than six members be appointed 
at the January meeting in each year to confer with a committee of 
the Council, and to consider the most suitable members of the society 
to be elected to fill vacancies in the Council in the current year.” 

Mr. R. Exxrerr (Cirencester) said that, in rising to move, at the 
request of the Council, the proposition which in their name on 
the notice paper, he was deeply conscious of the importance of the 
question involved, and the responsibility which rested on them in 
relation to the question. But he had a firm conviction that if they all 
approached the consideration of the question, laying aside an idea of 
attack or defence, and striving to do just the best they could in the 
interest of the society, they would be able to evolve a scheme which 
would tend to the usefulness of the society, He t that probably 
as regarded the object they had in view 7 peng not substantially 
differ. If they differed it would probably be on matters of detail. 
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The principle underiying the propositions of the Council was this, to 
afford as far as possible facilities for the accession to the Council of 
members from the ranks, always taking care to maintain a degree of 
continuity of the work of the Council, which was so essential. It was 
worth observing, in passing, that the work of the Council was to a 
very great extent administrative work, and therefore it did necessitate 
a degree of continuity on the part of the men who carried it out greater 
than was necessary in the case of some governing bodies. The Council 
recommended that there should be provision made for three new seats 
by the introduction of what was called new blood at each election, and 
they believed that that was a number which would be found consistent 
with the maintenance of the continuity which they desired to see, and 
yet they hoped sufficient to enable the members to be adequately and 
fully represented. He was speaking of the three members who it 
had been proposed should on each occasion be made ineligible for 
re-election for one year, Of course, in addition to that, there would 
always be the vacancies caused by deaths and resignations, and on the 
average of some ten years past it had been found that there were at 
all events two such vacancies every year, so that the scheme contem- 
plated that the members should have the opportunity of sending five 
new members to the Council each year. The Councij admitted, there- 
fore, at once, the principle of partial ineligibility. They had had to 
consider the various schemes by which the object—and he gathered 
from the meeting’s reception of what he had suggested they wouid not 
differ as to the object—they had had to consider the various 
methods by which effect could be given to that object, and they had 
come to the conclusion that practically they were driven to this 
measure of accepting temporary ineligibility on the part of a certain 
number of retiring members eac year. The Council did not claim that 
that plan wag free from objections, They recognised, in the first 
lace, that, to a certain extent, it restricted the liberty of the mem- 
ers, because at present they were capable of nominating and voting 
for any and every member of the society, whereas under the scheme 
they proposed to say that a limited number should each year become 
ineligibile. Then it was certainly to be considered that men who had 
been temporarily retired compulsorily would, to a large extent, not 
come back again, and the society would lose probably the services of 
men of great experience. If they came back again the desired result 
of creating ineligibility would only operate for one year, because at 
the end of the first year the men compulsorily retired would come 
back again, and there would then in the second year be no vacancies 
created, But the Council recognised that a certain number of those 
gentlemen would not come back, and would not be put in competition 
with the new candidates, and that they would thus secure the infusion 
of new blood which the society desired to have. Whilst recognising 
these disadvantages, the Council had been met with an undoubted 
expression of very general opinion on the part of the members of the 
society that a change of this kind should be made. There was, of 
course, in April an important meeting in that room, at which that 
view had been strongly put forward. The Council had since had the 
opportunity of a conference with representatives of the provincial 
law societies, and those gentlemen had told them that in some of the 
most active and useful] provincial societies this plan was in operation, 
ind had ‘been in operation for years, and that they found that it 
worked well. The Council] had come, therefore, to the conclusion that 
the advantages of the change would outweigh the recognized dis- 
advantages, and therefore they asked the members to make it. They 
hoped and believed that one advantage would be to establish harmony 
between the Council and the members, which was what the Council 
desired. They hoped and believed that by the addition of new 
members the Council would be brought into closer touch with the 
members generally, and that additional facilities for ascertaining their 
views would be afforded. They trusted that as a necessary consequence 
of that there might be an increase in the interest which the members 
took in the affairs of the society, and an increase in the number of 
members, and they would feel assured that if these objects could be 
obtained that the hands of the Council would be strengthened, and 
that its opportunities of usefulness would be increased. Assuming 
the principle to be adopted, they had next to consider the details 
of the scheme. Mr. Radford had proposed at the April meeting, and 
his amendment proposed to-day, that the whole of the ten 
retiring members of the Council at each annual election should be in- 
eligible for a year. The Council were of opinion that that would 
dislocate the work of the society, and they could not accept it. The 
provincial law societies had expressed themselves in the strongest 
terms in support of the same view, and they had advised the Council 
not to accept the compulsory retirement of the whole ten members. 
The Céuncil believed it would not be safe, and they must therefore 
oppoee that proporal. Experience would show if they began in the 
way the Council propored how far it worked well, and there was no 
finality, there need be no finality about the matter of this kind. If 
the scheme now proposed was found to operate well, it could be ex- 
tended on the same lines, or it could be reverred if necessary. The 
Council therefore asked the members to sanction this proporal as 
an experiment which might be safely tried, whilst they believed the 
experiment proposed by Mr. Radford would not be safe. He would 
remind the meeting that they were not now settling the draft of the 
charter or bye-laws. Thore documents would have to come up the 
members at future meetings in draft if they adopted the proporals 
which were put forward at this meeting, and when they came up 
would be the time for the exact details of the scheme to be settled. 
It seemed to him that it would be unwire in the charter to stipulate 


elasticity than that which, as one could easily see, as a matter of draft- 
ing could be done. Therefore the Council did not attach vital importance 
to the exact number at the present moment. Their object was tu 
start with what they believed a safe and prudent number. He should 
remind the meeting that, although he was speaking of the three 
members who would be compulgorily retired, that at each election 
there would be still the other seven who must come up for election. 
The Council were putting three gentlemen into a special class, and 
they were proposing that the Council should determine which three of 
the retiring ten should be ineligible for one year for re-election. It 
followed, of course, that the remaining seven would have to come up 
for election just as they had in the past, and when they came up for 
election it would be competent for the members to reject every one 
of them if they pleased, and then there would be seven additional new 
seats, and he was happy to say for himself certainly, and he believed 
he was exprecsing the views of his colleagues, that not one of them 
would sit at the Council table if they did not believe they had behind 
them the confidence and support of the members. He was saying 
that the Council did not regard this as an ideal scheme, but what 
other was there? Mr. Radford, at the April meeting, made an amus- 
ing speech. The argument, which he delivered at great length, evi- 
dently was an argument in favour of an age limit, but Mr. Radford had 
not proposed it then, and he did not propose it now, a proposal, a 
plan which in principle was identical with that of the Council. He 
had rather wondered why Mr. Radford had taken so much trouble to 
elaborate a point which did not bear upon the proposal, and he could 
only suppose that it was to give zest to the speech to which he for one 
had listened with very great interest and admiration for its ability. 
But he would venture to say that he thought even Mr. Radford him- 
self would think that the observations he had made with reference to 
some gentlemen who had served on the Council for years, and who 
had given their best work to the society, whether those observations 
were in the nature of satire or not, were not a type of the manner in 
which the services of those gentlemen should have been recognized. 
Then the Council had had Som them another plan, which suggested 
that the presidents should be put into a separate class, and made ex- 
residents, so that each year the then retiring president would go 
into the class of ex-presidents, and so create, at all events, one seat 
each year. That, of course, would ensure the certainty of a seat, and, 
so far as it went, he for one should be in sympathy with it. But the 
Counci] had come to the conclusion that it would not be working on 
right lines to create a separate class of Council members who should 
not be under the control of the members by election. Therefore they 
had not seen their way clear to adopt that suggestion. Reviewing the 
whole question, they had come to the conclusion that there was no 
alternative but a scheme such as they suggested or leaving the pre- 
sent system where it is, and he did venture to appeal to the two 
sections into which the society was apparently divided to-day. There 
were some who he had no doubt believed that the Council were going 
too far, whilst there were others who obviously thought they had not 
gone far enough. He appealed to both of them to have some con- 
sideration for the views of others, and to try if they could not, by 
adopting the course which the Council were proposing to-day, which 
would introduce harmony, lead to an amicable settlement of this 
question, and enable the meeting to get to the actual business. As 
regarded the actual terms of the motion he was about to move, the 
Council were indebted to their friends in the country, the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, for the communication of their views upon 
these proposals, which, as he had said, in principle they had pre- 
viously told the Council they were in entire accord with. Their views 
as to the form the resolution should take were as follows :—Taking 
the first rerolution on the paper, there were some verbal alterations 
with which he would not trouble the meeting, for they did not affect 
the substance of the resolution, but there had been an alteration 
suggested by the provincial law societies which he would explain. 
They proporced to leave out all the words in the motion after the word 
“‘Counct?,’”’ the effect of which would be, first of all, to leave out the 
words ‘“‘should be determined by agreement or ballot.’’ That was not 
important, because the society left it to the Council to determine that. 
The words which were important were concerning the proposition of 
the Council in their resolution to exempt certain gentlemen from the 
operation of the rule as to compulrory retirement because they held 
certain positions. The Council had done so first of all from the point 
of view of the work of the society, and secondly because in 1901 there 
was a report prepared and published—he was not aware that it was 
ever adopted at a general meeting or submitted to a general meeting, 
but it was certainly published, and it was well within the knowledge 
of the members—which adopted this same plan of exemption from 
compulsory retirement. Certain members of the Council held certain 
offices. The members of the Council, therefore, and the members of 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies who were in conference with 
the Council accepted that principle. But it appeared that there was 
a considerable feeling, both in town and country, that it might be 
undesirable to hamper the operation of this rule by the restriction 
mentioned, and he was there to say that the Council were quite pre- 
pared to accept that suggection to omit these words, and then there 
would be three members every year to be compuleorily retired for a 
year, and it would reet with the Council to determine which of them 
thore three should be, and if they were able to avoid retiring members 
who were very important officers, whom it would be a misfortune to 
lore, they would no doubt endeavour to do so. He would especially 
refer in this connection to the chairmanship of the Finance Com- 
mittee. The opinion was exprecscd at the conference that it would 
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be a calamity if the society were deprived of the services of Mr. 
Trower. Of course, he would come up in his turn for election, like 
everyone elee, and if he was not re-elected he coud not any longer 
be chairman of the Finance Committee. But, at all events, there was 
a strong feeling that it would be a misfortune if he were compulsorily 
retired. However, the Council in deference to the views suggested 
to them, waived any exemption of that kind so far as the resolution 
was concerned, and would trust to the operation of the rule, and to 
the Council being able, in celecting their three compulsorily retired 
men, to avoid sending away their chairman of the Finance Committee. 
He should like to say, before he passed from that matter, that he 
himself was a member of the Discipline Committee, and he 
should like to avoid any impression that there was a desire or inten- 
tion to save him or anyone else from the ordeal of a _ periodical 
election. He could aesure the meeting that no member of the Council] 
could have any such wish, and he held in his hand a letter, signed by 
all the seven members of that committee, stating that they wished it 
to be clearly understood that they desired to take their turn as tc 
being ineligible under the proposed scheme, unless-it was clearly inti- 
mated by the members that they desired otherwise. Then the second 
resolution dealt with the appointment of a committee for the selection 
and nomination of suitable candidates for election. The proposition 
of the Council was that at each January meeting there dott be a 
committee appointed, not exceeding six members, to be elected by 
the general meeting, to confer with a committee of the Council, with 
the object of selecting suitable candidates and getting them nomi- 
nated. The Council believed that it would be absolutely necessary 
that that work should be undertaken by some organization, and that 
it would not do to leave it to chance. Very often some of the Council’s 
most useful members had had to be solicited a d many times 
before they would allow themeelves to be nominated, and, therefore, 
if the matter was left to chance, everybody's business was nobody’s 
business, and the Council did not think it safe in the interest of the 
society to so leave it. The Council] therefore proposed that, in order 
tio avoid what had happened in the past, namely, that the London 
members alone made the selection without aid from anyone else, the 

should have the aid of a committee of six members outside the Council, 
to be elected at the general meeting, and they believed that by that 
means they would be able to ensure that suitable persons would be 
induced to allow themeelves to become candidates, and would be put 
forward with a view to their election. If there were no arrangements 
made it must inevitably lead, in the long run, to electioneering methods 
which would be very objectionable and undesirable. He thought it 
was desirable to avoid circularizing as far as possible. Let them 
endeavour by such an organization to see that suitable candidates 
in London were forthcoming, and that they had the support of the 
members. With regard to the country, the Council had for many 
years past the co-operation of the provincial law societies in the 
selection and nomination of candidates, and the scheme was in opera- 
tion which the Council] had the testimony of the provincial societies 
had worked admirably, and the Council believed that if the members 
would give them a similar organization in London they would be able 
to select candidates that would receive every support. He wanted to 
make it quite clear, and it was a point which had been brought out in 
the amendment proposed by the provincial law societies, that the com- 
mittee which was proposed by the Council to be elected was intended 
to deal only with the selection of London candidates, leaving the 
selection of country candidates to the provincial Jaw societies as in 
the past. It was a mere matter of suggestion. It did not affect the 
right of any single member to nominate whom the pleased and vote for 
whom he pleased. It was a mere matter of selection with a view to 
nomination. One other point he wished to refer to in the amendment 
of the provincial law societies—namely, that they desired to express 
in this resolution the proportions in which the London and country 
members should be selected. That matter was not in the charter or 
in tthe bye-laws. It was a matter of honourable understanding, and 
for some years past it had worked satisfactorily, but it was thought it 
had better be now incorporated in an actual resolution. There were 
forty ordinary members of the Council, and the resolution, as amended 
by the provincial law societies, was to the effect that there should be 
twenty-nine metropolitan and eleven provincial members, as there were 
at present. He thought he had touched upon the only matter of amend- 
ment. These were the propositions of the Council, and they com- 
mended them to the acceptance of the members of the society, believ- 
ing that if they caw fit to adopt them a step would have been taken 
in the direction of increasing the usefulness of the society and enab- 
ling it to promote the best intereets of the profession. 

Sir Jonn Gray Hitt (Liverpool) secon the motion. He said he 
hoped that there would not be any heated discussion. They all wanted 
to arrive at the same end—the best solution of the difficulty. He had 
not had the advantage of attending the April meeting, but he had 
read the speech of Mr. Radford, as reported in the papers, with a 
great deal of interest. He thought it very able and very amusing, 
and he could not see anything in it with which to take offence. He 
had heard a dreadful rumour that Mr. Radford shook his fist i the 
president. He had asked him if that were so, and Mr, Radford 
had fold him in confidence—and he repeated it to the meeting in 
confidence—that if he shook his fist he shook it at Mr. Ford, who 
interrupted him. No reasonable human being who had attended these 
general meetings as he (Sir John Gray Hill) had done for forty years 
past could object to anybody shaking his fist in a Pickwickian 
sense at Mr, Ford. When he (Sir John Gray Hill) was president he 
had had to shake his fist ia a Pickwickian sense at Mr. Ford 





several times, but it had had no effect. But the gravamen of Mr. 
Radford’s motion was that the members of the Council were too old. 
He had told the members of the society that the Council were 1,613 
years old. What he had meant was no doubt, recalling the words 
of Napoleon, that sixteen centuries of wisdom looked down upon him 
from the Council table. He had told them that the average aa of 
the Council was sixty-four years. He (Sir John Gray Hill) not 
doubt his figures. He would admit the soft impeachment. But if 
they were going to superannuate all the members of the Council 
at sixty-five years of age, the first to go out would be Mr. Ellett 
and himself. But they were ready to go if the members so desired 
it. Respecting the question of nomination by the Council, he looked 
at the list of candidghen nominated for election on the present occa- 
sion, and he only found one member nominated by the president 
and vice-president, and that was not a retiring member, so that if 
ever the practice existed it had been put an end to now, and he 
hoped would not be resumed, As to calling the Council a co-optative 
body, it was nonsense. The members were free and pre ogee 
electors. They had to exercise their franchise. They could vote 
for whom they pleased, and one reason why he rejoiced at this 
agitation was that it would make the members of the society take 
more interest in electing the members of the Council. The most 
extraordinary ignorance appeared to exist about the society and about 
the Council, and very curious views about the country members and 
the town members. Mr, Ford had never ceased when he (Sir John 
Gray Hill) had been present at one of these meetings to speak against 
the provincial meetings. He supposed the reason was that, like the 
Christy minstrels, he never performed out of London, but if he 
would go to one of those meetings—— 

Mr. Forp: I attended them for years. 

Sir Joun Gray Hitt said it was a good many years since he 
had had the pleasure of seeing Mr. Ford at one of them, and he 
hoped to see him there again. Then he noted that a Welsh member 
had written to one of hs nae journals last week that the London 
members of the society lunched in a palatial building at the cost of their 
country brethren. The exact wo were “‘fa sumptuously every 
day.’’ If the members would only take an interest in the elections 
to the Council and see who was the best man to elect and elect 
him, there would be no necessity for any rule on the subject at all. 
But there was a request for an alteration—he thought there was 
even reason for an alteration. But he would urge them not to let 
this reason deprive the Council of continuity of work, He did not 
suppose that anybody who had not been on the Council knew what 
immensely valuable services had been given to the society by Mr. 
Pennington for twenty years as chairman of the Finance ittee, 
nor the admirable services which had been given by Mr. Trower 
in that capacity. In fact, the amount of time and attention and 
ability that was given by nr ee of the Council who were not so 
oung as they would wish to be to the affairs of the society surpassed 
belief, and he thought the members would make an immense mistake 
if they provided that every retiring member was to be ineligible 
for re-election. What was wanted was a greater interest in the society 
on the part of the members. What was wanted on the part of the 
Council was the belief, which he was sure they had, that they were 
not infallible or above criticism. What was wanted on the part of 
the society was loyalty to the Council whenever they selected the 
members of it. 

Mr. G. H. Raprorp, M.P. (London), asked whether the two motions 
were to be taken separately. 

The Presipent said the Council thought it would be better to put 
them together, because they constituted a complete scheme. But, of 
course, he was in the hands of the meeting, and if it were wished 
that they should be put separately, that could be done. 

Mr. Raprorp, on a point of order, suggested that that was a very 
good reason why they should be put separately. He thought that many 
persons who might in favour of resolution No. 1 might not be in 
favour of resolution No. 2, and they would not know what to do if 
they were put together. 

The PRxSIDENT said it was possible they might not find themselves 
in sympathy with one another in the hall. It was possible a oe 
might be demanded. He had to look at that. He should like t 
the scheme should be voted upon as a whole, and would prefer to put 
the two motions together. E 

The following notice stood on the paper on business: “Mr. George 
H. Radford will move—That in order to put a to the practice 
of continual re-election of members of the Council, it is desirable 
that bye-law No. 40 be altered so as to make retiring members 
ineligible for election till after the expiration of one year from the 
date of retirement, and that the Council be uested to obtain e 
necessary) an amendment of the charter to en this reform to 
carried into effect.” 3 

Mr. Ravrorp said he would move the amendment of which he had 
given notice, but he should have to alter his amendment in conse- 
; ay of the alteration which had been made in the motions as set 
own on the paper. 

Mr. B. isms (Liverpool said that as a result of what es proms at 
the conference which been referred to, Mr, Ellett agreed 
to accept certain nen to improve the proposals of the Council. 
He asked if he wo i , whether the motions bg a 
together or separately, to move the amendments of which he 


given notice. 
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Mr. Exuett said he thought he had mentioned that the Council were 
to take the resolution in the form suggested by the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, and perhaps he might read the whole of the 
resolutions. They were as follows: ‘‘(1) That the necessary steps 
be taken for altering the charter of 1845 and the bye-laws so as 
to. provide that three of the members of the Council retiring at each 
annual meeting shal] be ineligible for re-election for one year, such 
three members to be determined by the Council. (2) That the neces- 
sary steps be taken to provide by bye-law that the ordinary members 
of the Council shall consist, so long as such members are forty in 
number, of twenty-nine Metropolitan members and eleven provincial 
members of the society, and that, with the view of promoting the 
election of desirable members of the society to fill vacancies in the 
Council arising among the Metropolitan members, a small com- 
miitee of not more than six members of the society practising in the 
Metropolis, not being members of the Council, be appointed at the 
January meeting in each year to confer with a committee of the 
Council and jointly with them to decide upon the most suitable 
members of the society to be nominated for election to fill the places 
of such of the members of the Council so retiring as aforesaid as are 
Metropolitan members and vacancies in the Council in the current 
year amongst Metropolitan members caused by death, resignation, dis- 
qualification, or otherwise. (3) That the necessary steps be taken to 
provide that nominations to fill vacancies in the Council arising 
amongst the eleven provincial members should be made in accordance 
with the scheme for the time being adopted by the Associated Pro- 
vincial Law Societies.”’ 

Mr. Forp rose to a point of order. He -wished to ask whether, 
inasmuch as this was entirely different from what was on the paper 
of business and took the meeting by surprise, it would not be wise 
to adjourn the consideration of the subject until the following 
Friday. 

Mr. JoserpH Apptson (London) thought it would be better to put 
the motions separately. Many of those present would take very 
different views as to No, 1 who might entirely support No. 2. They 
were totally distinct matters, and he thought should be put 
separately. 

The Presmpent said that if that was the wish of the meeting he 
raised no objection. 

Mr. ARKLE wished to move an amendment to leave out all the words 
after the word “ Council,’’ which words were ‘‘by agreement or ballot, 
but that this provision is not to apply to persons nominated as 
president or vice-president, the chairman of the Finance Committee, 
the chairman of the Examination Committee, and the members of the 
Discipline Committee.”’ 

The Presipent said it could only be done with the permission of 
Mr. Radford. He wanted to be fair. Mr. Radford had given notice 
of his motion a long time since. He was quite sure that Mr. Radford 
would use his influence to the end of getting the exact point which 
they wished to arrive at decided by the meeting. Perhaps Mr. 
Radford would allow Mr. Arkle to proceed, because the desire was 
to accommodate the resolution of the Council so as to harmonize 
with that of the Associated Provincial Law Societies. Would it not 
be convenient that the first resolution, which was the substantial one, 
should be accurately determined before Mr. Radford moved that of 
which he had given notice. 

Mr. Rarrorp said he wished to treat Mr. Arkle with great courtesy, 
and he was entirely in favour of his amendment. But he felt that 
the most convenient course would be to move the amendment of which 
he had given notice. He had had some experience of meetings in that 
hall, and knew how resolutions could get into a tangle, and so, for 
that reason, and without any discourtesy to Mr. Arkle, he wished 
to assert his right to move his resolution. That resolution was to omit 
certain words in the resolution proposed by the Council, and if those 
words were omitted the resolution would read in this way: ‘That 
the necessary steps be taken for altering the charter and bye-laws so 
as to provide that the retiring members at each annual election be 
ineligible for election till after the expiration of one year from the 
date of retirement, and that the Council be requested to obtain (if 
necessary) an amendment of the charter and bye-laws. To this 
provision was now to be added the president and vice-president. 
These were the terms of his amendment, and these were the terms 
on which he wanted it put to the meeting. 

The Preswwent: That means the whole of the members? 

Mr. RapForp said it meant the whole of the ten members with the 
exception of the president and vice-president, if they happened to be 
retiring members. At the meeting in April he had gone at great 
length into what he considered the merits of the question at the 
general meeting, and he was very glad it was not necessary for him 
to go over the ground again which he had already traversed. Because 
the proposal before the meeting by the Council of the society was 
an admission that the perpetual re-election and co-optation of members 
of the Council was indefensible. That was a conclusion to which he 
thought the meeting in April would have come if the opportunity had 
been given it of voting on the matter. That was what the Council 
had since arrived at. That was conceded, and the only question 
was whether the plan put forward by the Council was a satisfactory 
remedy for that admitted defect, He thought that the resolution of 
the Council bore upon the face of it the fact of an internal struggle 
in the Council. He did not think that any man in full possession of 
his faculties, or any body of men, would come to that meeting and 


propose that three out of ten members should retire annually without 
probably any cause. There were on the Council, as he was glad to 
beheve, some gentlemen who allied themselves to what the T7'imes 
called the party of youth and progress, and they would concede some 
kind of reform such as he was advocating, but they were met by the 
majority, who, in accordance with their venerable traditions, were in 
favour of doing nothing whatever. Therefore they came to the mem- 
bers with a scheme which had been proposed that three of the out- 
going members should be compulsorily retired for twelve months each 
year. It was very singular, but when great minds such as were on 
the Council devoted themselves to the consideration of such a subject 
they not only admitted the failing of which the members complained, 
but applied the same remedy that had ‘been suggested. The question 
was whether the remedy was adequate. He was a man of compro- 
mise, a man of moderation, and he earnestly desired to accept the 
age which was the most convenient at the moment. On these things 
€ was an opportunist. But he was bound to come to the conclusion 
that the proposition was altogether inadequate. Let them consider 
what it meant. There were forty members on the Council, and it was 
suggested that three should retire every year. That was 7 per cent., 
and it would be observed that it would take thirteen years and four 
months to renew the personnel of the Council under this scheme. That 
would be a lingering remedy. His opinion was, such was the nature 
of the evil that they wanted something which would work more rapidly, 
and it would be observed that if the retiring members came back in the 
third year for election it would take much more than thirteen years 
and four months. He was sure the members realized this, and he 
raid that for that reason the proposal of the Council was not adequate 
to remedy the admitted defect. He was glad to see that the Council 
had, as he understood, abandoned the latter part of their resolution, so 
that the exclusion from the operation of the rule of various persons, 
amounting to eleven in all, was now no longer pressed. The resolution 
to that point was entirely in accordance with his view, and he was 
obliged to Mr. Arkle for his suggestion. He observed that in the 
motion there appeared the words ‘‘in addition to vacancies caused 
by death or resignation.’’ That was not the usage, because one could 
not add together things that were not in pari materia, and the notion 
of the Council appeared to be that they were to have vacancies caused 
by death or resignation among their members, which he thought was 
not English, was mot grammar, and was not very satisfactory coming 
from a great Council like this. But they knew what the Council meant. 
They meant that there were other than vacancies by resignation, 
vacancies caused by death or retirement. There was a desire to repre- 
sent this as a concession, as Mr. Ellett had done. 

Mr. Exrert: I did not. 

Mr. Raprorp said he must have misunderstood him, but that was 
what the resolution suggested, whether Mr. Ellett had said so or not. 
He asserted that it was no concession. Men on the Council would die 
and also resign. But whether the meeting d the resolution or 
not, that would have its effect, and it ought not to be taken into 
account in considering the quantum of compulrory retirements. But it 
was worse than that, because, as he had pointed out at the April 
meeting and must point out again, the method of filling up vacancies 
caused by death on the Council had been that no person should be 
elected on the Council who had not been nominated by the president 
of the Council and seconded by the vice-president of the Council. 
That had been the practice since the year 1894. (‘‘No’’ from members 
ef the Council), Gentlemen who expressed dissent would have 
the opportunity of showing him that he was wrong. But he had been 
carefully through the list for some years, and found that to be the 
practice of the Council. He drew attention to it, and asked to be 
corrected if he was wrong. He asserted that from the year 1894 to 
the present time never had any man been elected to the Council in 
the case of death or resignation who had not been nominated by the 
president of the Council and seconded by the vice-president, and he 
thought that he was quite right in saying so. 

The Preswent said that, speaking for himself, he was neither 
nominated by the president nor the vice-president. 

Mr. Raprorp said the president had never been the victim of death 
or resignation. His point was that the retiring members each year 
were nominated by the president and vice-president, 

The Prestpent: No, but you are speaking of the persons who are 
nominated when there is a vacancy caused by death or resignation. I 
was elected after there had been a vacancy caused by death or resigna- 
tion, and I was not on that occasion nominated either by the president 
or vice-president. 

Mr. Raprorp said he was delighted to receive that information from 
the president, but he presumed he was not nominated since 1894, which 
was the date to which he referred. He thought the members all 
regarded the nomination by the president and vice-president as a great 
anomaly. 

The Passvenr said that as a matter of fact he was nominated 
and elected after 1894. 

Mr. Raprorp said that, as that was so, he was extremely sorry he 
had referred to the president in this connection. No doubt this was 
the exception that proved the rule. 

The Presipent: I think I can say that it is not. 

Mr. Raprorp said he had ‘been struck by the remarks made b 
Mr. Ellett, who had indulged in some mild censure of a speech whi 
he had delivered at the April meeting, and he could assure the mem- 
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unkind or disrespectful or satirical with regard to the members of 
the Council. He disclaimed altogether any consideration of that kind, 
and he assured them that he regarded the Council with kindly feel- 
ings. He wanted to bring about an important constitutional change, 
and the question was whether the change which he proposed was too 
severe and drastic. If his amendment were carried the ten members 
who retired would be ineligible for twelve months for re-election. The 
result of that would be that there would be ten new men on the Council 
in that year, and he could imagine that might be a great shock to the 
Council. It would be an unusual experience. * But it did not follow 
that it might be a bad thing for the Council or a bad thing for the 
society. As the Council in that year would receive 25 per cent. new 
members, there would still be 75 per cent. old members, and that, in 
his opinion, was = a sufficient guarantee for the continuity of 
administration. e did not undervalue continuity of administra- 
tion. It was very important. But he would like to int out 
that there was no such guarantee for continuity of administration 
in the House of Commons. (A Voice: It is not an administrative 
body.) His friend eaid it was not an administrative body, and tha‘ 
was partially true. He might say, then, to satisfy him, that there was 
no such guarantee for continuity of policy on the county councils or the 
great corporations of the country, which certainly were administrative 
bodies. He might go further and say that there was 
no such guarantee for continuity of administration in the 
society, because it was quite possible that all the retiring mem- 
bers might be rejected at the poll, and he for one was glad 
to see that on the present occasion there were eighteen nominations 
for eleven vacancies, and he thought it extremely likely that some of 
the existing members, all of whom he regarded with respect and 
admiration, would never come back. The real guarantee for con- 
tinuity of administration was to be found, not in always preserving 
the same personnel, but it was to be found rather in the objects of 
the society, in the esprit de corps of the members, and in the per- 
manent officials. The continuity of policy was really in no danger 
at all, and an illustration had really been given there to-day. lt had 
been found that Mr. Pennington discharged the duties of chairman 
of the Finance Committee with great ability and to the admiration 
of his colleagues. It turned out that owing to some circumstances he 
would not go into Mr. Pennington had been no longer able tg hold 
the office. He therefore retired. Did the Finance Committee go to 
pieces? Not at all. Another chairman was found in Mr, Trower. 
who since that time had discharged the duties with equal ability and 
to the admiration of his colleagues, and he believed Mr. Trower had 
never been on the Council before. The society was rich in able men 
accustomed to affairs and to management, and he said, having sten 
something of administration in various directions, that there was 
no danger at all of the policy of continuity in the society being 
injured by the introduction of this reform. He might point out that 
in the second year that this reform was in operation, as he hoped it 
would be, they would find the ten retiring members of the first year 
come back. It was said they would not do so. Gentlemen in the 
heat of argument said things which in calmer moments they regretted. 
Did he believe that these gentlemen of ability, of zeal, of geniality 
and good will towards their colleagues would sulk and refuse to go 
back after their retirement? No; they were dying for work, and 
they certainly would come back, many of them. There were some who 
might not come back, and it was very desirable that they should 
not. But they would have, even in the first year, 75 per cent. of the 
old members, which would be a guarantee of continuity, and in the 
second year they would have much more. That, in his opinion, was 
absolute and sufficient guarantee for continuity of administration. 
He was told that the example of Liverpool, Birmingham, and some 
of the country law societies showed that his proposal was too extreme. 
He should like to say with regard to that that at any rate their con- 
stitution, their rules on the subject, went very much farther than the 
proposal of the Council, and they were in themselves a kind of 
demonstration of what the Council proposed to the meeting. But the 
country law societies were not of so long standing, and the remedy 
required was not so severe in their case. There was, if he might say 
so, less dead wood in the councils of the provincial law societies than 
there was at the Law Society, and he was bound to refer once more, 
because it was the essence of the matter, to the fact that if they took 
the retiring members for the present year and looked them out in the 
Law List they would find that their average legal experience was 
466.888 in recurring decimals. And, with characteristic moderation, he 
was not throwing their articles in in calculatng their lega] experience, 
but dating from the time of their admission. Weil, assum that these 
gentlemen were twenty-three years of age at the date of their admis- 
sion as an average, the average age of these ten members now retiring 
was seventy years. He referred to this because it was the result of 
perpetual re-election and co-optation, not, of course, making any 
personal reflection upon members, because he had the greatest respect 
for the members of the Council, and he did not diminish his respect 
as their years increased, but, on the contrary, increased it. He 
asserted that that high level of seniority was not compatible with the 
highest efficiency, such as was wanted in a society of this sort, and 
therefore he thought a more severe remedy was needed than was pro- 
posed and was in use in connection with the Council of the Law 
Society. And he would take the opinion of the meeting on the pro- 
posal which was submitted to them. He believed that if his proposal 
were carried it would restore self-government to the society, it would 
give the Council a sense of having the society behind them, it would 





give them a courage and a sense of strength which they did not now 
always possess. : 

Mr. HW. Carrer (London) seconded the amendment. He said Mr. 
Radford had referred to internal struggles of the Council, and the 
amendment was, to his mind, very much better than the Council’s 
motion from that point of view. The Council would, no doubt, say 
that they did not need any one to state for them who should be re- 
elected, but he submitted that it would be very awkward fer them 
to meet and decide which three members should be sacrificed. If there 
was a proposition to save them from that it ought to be welcome to 
them. aT the proposition was that the president and vice-president 
were to remain they would be saved any disagreeable propositions in 
relation to the matter. With regard to Mr, Ellett’s argument as to the 
dislocation of the work of the society, he had had, in his humble way, 
experience in municipal matters. In a large number of the councils 
the whole of the members retired every three years, whilst in some onl 
one-third retired, but he ventured to say that in no case was the wor 
they had to do seriously dislocated. They were elected by the will of 
the people, and that was his view with regard to the retiring members 
of the Council, What was the position? Only ten out of forty 
retired every year. That would cause very little dislocation indeed. 
Those who were supporting this movement were doing so because they 
believed that great constitutional changes were necessary, and because 
they felt that it was to their shame that movements which were now 
taking place originated, not with themselves, but owing to articles 
in the Z’imes, which led to the appointment of the committee whose 
report was set down for consideration on the business paper. What 
had led to it? He said, without fear of contradiction, that the move- 
ment originated in the meeting between the partners of a certain firm 
who read that article and decided that something ought to be done. 
Many of them felt that they ought to reform themselves instead of 
being ied by newspaper articles to do so. He regarded the proposition 
that only the president and vice-president should be allowed to remain 
out of the retiring members of the Council as the most statesmanlike 
way of dealing with the matter, and he appealed to the Council to 
accept the proposal. The highest form of human virtue was self- 
sacrifice, therefore let some members of the Council immolate them- 
selves and gain undying fame. They would, at any rate, gain the 
respect of the members of the society. 

Mr. ARKLE said he should like to tell the meeting, which was 
largely composed of Metropolitan members, what was the view of the 
country members, as expressed at the meetings of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies. The Associated Provincial Law Societies 
had been invited to meet the committee of the Council to consider this 
question, and they were unanimously of opinion that the proposed 
change should be agreed to. They could not, however, at alt decide 
as to the number of ten retiring members who should be ineligible 
for election for a period of one year. Naturally there were diverging 
views on that point. The highest number suggested as ineligible for 
re-election was five, and the lowest number was two, and there was 
a suggestion that it should be one-third, but there was obviously a 
difficulty in dividing the number ten so as to retire one-third. But, 
at any rate, at the meeting on the 28th of May the provinces, by their 
delegates, showed that they were unanimously opposed to Mr. 
Radford’s proposition that the whole ten should be ineligible. _ It was 
recognized, even by Mr. Radford himself, that there must, in a society 
like the Law Society, be some continuity of management of its affairs. 
Mr, Radford talked in an off-handed, light, airy way about the retire- 
ment of ten members being a shock to the Council and a shiock to the 
society. He (Mr. Arkle) was there to say that it would be a shock to 
the society. It would stalemate the usefulness of the society to have 
any such regulations. Coming to the meeting of the previous day, after 
their meeting with the committee of the society, they had to consider 
at that meeting the proposition which represented the views at which 
the committee of the society had arrived, that at the end of each year 
three members of the Council should retire and be ineligible for 
re-election—the proposition of the Council which was amended by the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies, and which had been moved by 
Mr. Ellett. He did not like to say that the delegates were unanimously 
agreed, for the simple reason that he did not think every one of the 
delegates voted. He thought it would be useful to the Metropolitan 
members to know, as far as the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
represented the view and feeling throughout the country, what the 
considered the retiring number should be. At the meeting on the 28t 
of May the Yorkshire Union of Law Societies did not attend the 
meeting of provincial law societies, but they met them in the council 
chamber of the society, when the resolution which had been come to 
was put before them, and they unanimously accepted it. If any 
member of the Yorkshire Union was present, he would like to know 
whether they joined with the associated law societies, and supported 
the proposal at which they had arrived, that the number retiring each 
year who should be ineligible for re-election should be three. 

Mr. Apprson said he thought his experience might be of some use to 
the meeting. He was, and always had been, in sympathy with what 
he thought to be the object of the resolution. That was, that there 
should be a greater change from time to time in the co ition of 
the Council. and that there should be freer access to it on the part of 
those men whe, having gained the esteem of their professional brethren, 
desired to place their services at the use of their brethren on the 
Council. He was elected, he thought members would remember, many 
years ago. He served on the Council until the time came when he felt 
he could no longer give the same consistent and constant attention to 
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the work which he had done, He then decided that, as the Council 
was constituted, he could not remain a member. He felt that he could 
not remain a member of it unless he was prepared to do what he had 
done in the past. The demands that were made upon one’s time were 
euch that, had he at the time when he was invited to join the 
Council known what they were, he thought he never should have 
become a member. Frequently, from October until July, he had gone 
from the city to the meetings of the Council or of committees every 
day in the week except Saturday, generally, on an average, he should 
think, three days a week, In addition, there was a very large amount 
of work which had to be done in the shape of work at home on papers, 
Bills in Parliament, examination papers, for professional purposes and 
so forth. He was quite sure of one thing, that after one led served a 
certain number of years on the Council’ and got in touch with the 
work, one did become, year by year, more valuable in the cause of the 
society. He had resigned because he could not continue the work as 
he had done, and, as he expressed it at the time, he felt it was desirab!e 
there should be more constant change. They had had connected with 
them as a society some what he might call short-term men; they had 
had for many years extraordinary members of the Council. They were 
very glad to have them, By means of what they had told the Council 
in connection with the views and feelings of their professional brethren 
in the country they had been of great service. But these short-term 
gentlemen did not get into touch with the work of the society. They 
could not be expected to attend the meetings; they did not attend the 
committees, they did not often attend the Council meetings, and if 
some of them, by reason of their facility of access to London, did give 
greater service and attend, just at the time they were becoming most 
useful to the society they retired. That would be the case were the 
amendment carried, He was satisfied that such a drastic remedy as 
that proposed by Mr. Radford was absolutely unnecessary. Mr. 
Radford complained that the society endorsed the choice of the mem- 
bers of the Council who were nominated by the president. The matter 
was entirely in the hands of the members of the society as to what 
representatives it returned to the Council, and if Mr. Radford told the 
meeting that the members supported the selection and the choice of 
the Council, what greater tribute could there be to the fact that what 
the Council judged was in harmony with the wishes of the great 
majority of the members. Although he had told them that he was in 
favour ot change, he did not like the drastic change proposed by Mr. 
Radford, which he considered would be absolutely destructive to the 
value of the Council. He did not much like the proposals of the 
Council. He had suggested what seemed to him an arrangement 
which was worth considering. It was that as each member of the 

unci] passed the chair he should become an ex-president, and that 
should at once create a vacancy. He should not at all object to add 
to that all members who had served above a certain number of years 
on the Council should become members of what he might cal] that 
separate class. In that way the experience of those gentlemen would 
be called upon to serve in matters where their past experience would 
enable them still to render service to the society, whilst they would 
not remain on in accordance with Mr. Radford’s view that they had 
become too old and stale to do the regular work of the society. And 
he would very much like to move: ‘‘That it be referred to the Council 
to consider and report whether any change in the constitution of the 
Council which may be desirable can be attained by vacancies amongst 
the ordinary members created by forming a special class of ex-presi- 
dents and members who have served a certain number of years, a new 
ordinary member being elected as each old member becomes a member 
of the special class.’’ He thought that some arrangement of this kind 
would be much more valuable than this drastic removal of three mem- 
bers of the Council, who might be amongst the best of its members. 
It was admitted that these men would come back in the next year, and 
if that were so they would of course get rid of the objection that 
their services would be lost, but he did not believe that would be the 
case. He did not believe that men retired in this way would come 
back again. He thought that when once they had got out of touch 








with the work for one year they would not come back, and therefore 
the society would lose their services. It was a question, to his mind, 
of very vital importance to the society, At any rate, he should very 
strongly recommend the meeting to negative the most drastic and 
undesirable proposals of Mr. Radford, even if they accepted the motion 
of the Council. But he would prefer that the matter should be 
referred back for consideration. 

Mr, PurimoRre said that several] years ago he had read a paper 
at the provincial meeting at Oxford on the question of the election 
of the Council, and he had referred to the fact that the Council had to 
nominate extraordinary members, and pointed out that it was 
objectionable and undesirable for that practice to continue. Shortly 
after that paper was read the Council obtained a new charter, in 
which they delegated the election of the extraordinary members, 
not to the country members at large, but to the councils of the countrv 
law societies. Now, several years later. Mr. Radford came forward 
with his proposals to infuse new blood into the Council, and the 
Council, thereupon taking fright. hold a meeting, and they determine 
there should be new blood, and propose that there should be three new 
members every year. He could only say that the Council gave grudgingly, 
that they gave of necessity. and any one could see that they were 
not a cheerful giver whom the Lord loveth. The suggestion of three | 
was clearly inadequate. There must be more new blood on the Council. | 

he was not in accord with the principle that they should | 
disqualify any member of the society from being elected on the 
il, it was only as a means of avoiding a greater evil. In his — 


opinion, it would be much better if the society were divided into ten 
constituencies of 800 members, each of which could elect one member 
in the ten vacancies which became vacant every year. It would be 
giving freedom to all the members of the society to elect whom they 
pleased. With regard to the suggestion of a small select committee 
to nominate suitable persons as candidates, he thought that they, the 
theoretical masters of the Council, were fully competent to select and 
suggest new members. ‘The proposition of the Council simply meant 
that six members of the society should be chosen to confer with a 
committee of the Council, of which the number was not specified. 
They might be more than six. But giving them credit for moderation, 
and assuming that they were only going to bring six members of the 
Council to meet the six members of the society, that would mean that 
a quorum of this select committee of seven would have for its 
majority four, and that four would have the prestige of suggesting who 
were to be elected. He thought that a preposterous idea, and in 
default of a scheme for dividing the society into constituencies, the 
members could not do better than support Mr. Radford’s amendment. 

The amendment, which was put to the meeting in the following 
terms, was negatived: ‘That the necessary steps be taken for altering 
the charter and bye-laws so as to provide that the retiring members 
at each annual meeting should be ineligible for re-election for one 
year, but that this provision is not to apply to perscns nominated as 
president or vice-president.”’ 

Mr. Raprorp thereupon demanded a poil. 

Mr. App1son wished to move an amendment, that the matter should 
be referred back to the Council for consideration, but 

The Presmpent ruled that as Mr. Redford had demanded a poll 
the amendment would be out of order. 


METROPOLITAN MEMBERS OF COUNCIL. 


The Presipent said that the second resolution raised an entirely 
different question, and he thought he might ey it to the meeting. 
It was as follows: ‘‘That the necessary steps taken to provide by 
bye-law that the ordinary members of the Council should consist, to 
long as such members are a | in number, of twenty-nine Metropolitan 
members and eleven provincial members of the society, and that, with 
the view of promoting the election of desirable members of the society 
to fill vacancies in the Council] arising among the metropolitan mem- 
bers, a small committee of not more than six members of the society 
practising in the Metropolis, not being members of the Council, be ap- 
pointed at the January meeting in each year to confer with a committee 
of the Council, and jointly with them to decide upon the most suitable 
members of the society to be nominated for the election to fill the 
places of such of the members of the Council so retiring as aforesaid 
as are Metropolitan members, and vacancies in the Council in the 
current year amongst Metropolitan members caused by death, resigna- 
tion, disqualification, or otherwise.’’ 

Mr. Raprorp said he did not propose to move an amendment, but 
he should vote against the motion. 

Mr. Kreer, rising on a point of order, said he could not under- 
stand how it was that, after having granted a poll on the amendment 
to the first rerolution, the president was moving the second resolution. 
It ceemed to him quite out of order and unconstitutional. Surely the 
first. thing to do was to decide as to the result of the poll. 

The Preswent said Mr. Kimber would be quite correct if the second 
resolution was not one which could be separated from the first. But 
the second could be so separated, and it did not depend upon or fall 
by the first. 

Mr. Raprorn said that at this late hour he did not wish to say 
much with regard to the motion, but he would be glad if the members 
present would leave the hall as quickly as possible, so that there would 
not be a quorum to vote. He thought the meeting would be well advised 
if they did not paes the resolution, for the reason that it appeared 
to him to be a device on the part of the Council to collar, 64 the 
specious method of a joint conference, the machinery for replenishing 
the Council by elections. 

bo Presiwent thought Mr. Radford ought not to make such a charge 
as that. 

Mr. Raprorp said that the suggestion was that there should be a 
joint committee, composed of certain members of the Council and 
certain members of the ones} elected in general meeting to confer 
together as to who were desirable as members of the Council. His ob- 
jection to the motion was that there was no need to pass such a regolu- 
tion at all. That could always be done, and when the committee was 
appointed its operations would be quite nugatory and would have no 
executive power. They could only let their consciences play round 
the subject of who were suitable members. Then they might suggest 
that these members should be elected. But their deliberations and 
their resolutions would have no weight, and he regarded it as altogether 
an undesirable arrangement, and an arrangement which would have 
the effect that the Council, being a permanent body, with its staff of 
officers and organization, would always be at an advantage in confer- 
ring with a rcratch committee of those gentlemen elected at general 
meeting, and they would dominate the joint committee and propoce 
the members who were considered desirab!e by the Council, and they 
would carry their nominations by that means, as in the past they had 
carried their nominations by other meaas. He invited the members of 
the society not to walk into this trap. For his own part he certainly 
should not walk into it himrelf. 

Mr. Carrer raid that, as he had seconded Mr. R2dford’s amendment, 
he should like to say he did not adopt his words with regard to this 
motion. He did not consider it a device of the Council, but at the 
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same time it seemed to him that as they were going to a poll on the 
first matter, it was inconsistent to proceed with the second motion. 
He thought this motion should be left until after the first had been 
disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT said it was his desire to avoid unnecessary age and 
unnecessary adjournmenits, and he should put the motion to meet- 
ing. If necessary there could be a poll with regard to it; but he should 
not withdraw it or allow it to stand over. 

Mr. Forp said he wished to move an amendment to the motion, to 
the effect that the committee of the Council should not consist of more 
members than the outside committee. Six and six would be fair, but 
if the six outside were to have the whole body of the Council the thing 
would amount to a farce. 

A MemsBer wished to make an observation as to the main clause put 
forward by the Council. He had voted against Mr. Radford’s amend- 
ment because he felt it was rather in the nature of a gratuitous attack 


-upon a class of men whom the Council had for years entrusted with 


very important work; he felt no sympathy the views Mr. 
Radford had put forward. But it did seem to him that in the second 
resolution the Council were endeavouring to take away the very er 
given in the first resolution. If the meeting in January could be 
entrusted with the selection of the six members of the committee, why 
could not it be a trusted to elect three members on the Council. 
It seemed to him a ridiculous proposition to say that the three members 
should be elected haphazard, as it were, whereas the committee of six 
would be selected haphazard also. He hoped that the members would 
vote against the motion, which took away far more power from them 
than was given them in the first motion. 

The motion was negatived, and 

The Presment said there would also be a poll in this case. 


Provincia MEMBERS OF CoUNCIL. 


The Presmpent moved the third resolution, as follows: ‘‘ That the 
necessary steps be taken to provide that nominations to fill vacancies 
in the Council arising amongst the eleven provincial members should 
be made in accordance with the scheme for the time being adopted 
by the provincial law societies.” 

The motion was carried. 


Sontcrrors’ Accounts. 


The Present stated that by arrangement with Mr. Dowson, who 
was to have presented the report of the Solicitors’ Practice Committee, 
of which he was chairman, and to move the adoption of the recom- 
mendations contained in the report, and, with his seconder, the con- 
sideration of the matter would be postponed to the adjourned meeting. 
With regard to the polls, he would nominate the 


l ) same scrutineers as 
in the case of the election to the Council. 





ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COUNCH.. 
(Continued from p. 609.) 


Land Transfer Acts.—In the month of October last a report was issued 
by the registrar upon the working of the registry for the years 1902 to 
1905. This report, which was widely circulated, endeavo' to shew that 
the system of registration under the present Acts had proved of great 
advantage to persons registering titles; that security from fraud was 
afforded by the register ; and it was pointed out in particular that a com- 
pensation fund existed which was always available to cover the result of 
fraud if it should possibly occur. ‘The report went on to recommend as a 
means required to make the scheme of registration as nearly perfect as 
night be, that steps should be taken to render registration compulsory 
throughout England. The report, however, did not make any reference 
to decided cases in which rte had been disclosed and in which it had 
been held that the persons whose title had been thereby affected had had 
no claim on the indemnity. Nor did itin any way indicate the dangers 
which may result to persons relying solely on the register of, on the one 
hand, rights attaching to their land being lost sight of, and, on the other, 
liabilities, restrictive covenants, and easements to which their land is 
subject not being discovered until after possession taken. The report was 
carefully considered by the Council, and as a result a pamphlet expressive of 
their views on the subject and dealing exhaustively with it was issued to 
m mbers, and otherwise very extensively circulated. Separate copies of 
the pamphlet referred to are available for members on application 
to the secretary. In the month of February last, on the occasion 
of the county council elections steps were taken to ascertain 
the views and intentions of the candidates on. the subject of 
compulsory registration. The result of this inquiry elicited the fact 
that a considerable proportion of the elected candidates expresred them- 
selves as in favour of the revocation of the order applying compulsory 
registration to the county of London and against 1 extension. e 
Council will not fail to avail themselves of any opportunity that may 
arise for assisting to procure the abrogation of compulsory registration in 
London, and will oppose any attempt to make an order applying com- 
pulsion to any other county. The Council observe indica’ that the 
public are growing more dissatisfied with and are expressing their 
disapproval of the scheme, and that they desire to retain their freedom of 
action, and not to be compelled to register. The Royal Commission appointed 
last year to consider the question of registration of title in Scotland has so 
far not held any sittings. The Council have been in communication with 
the representatives of certain of the legal societies in Scotland, and have 
ons : to their attention the effect of compulsory registration in 

ngland. 


weyancing Bills.—Bills to amend the Conveyancing Acts, the Settled 


Land Acts, and the Married Women's Act were pant 
last year at the instance of the Council, and introduced the 
House of Lords by the late Lord Davey. ‘The Bills were 
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objections were then taken to the Bills by the Bar Co 

as time did not permit of these objections being considered the 

had beds In the early part of this year, however, conferences 
took place between a committee ted by the Bar Council and a com- 
mittee appointed by the Council of the Law Society, when the various 
objections referred to were considered and an The 
Bills were thereupon redrafted and have now introduced into the 
House of Commons by Mr. Micklem. It is admitted on all hands that 
the Bills contains provisions of t usefulness, and it is to be 
therefore, that they will become law before the end of the present 
The Council are glad to note that the Married Women’s Property Bill has 
been read a second time. 

Public Trustee Act.—This Act received the Royal Assent on the 21st of 
December last, and will come into! on on the Ist of January, 1908. 
At the request of the Council the Chancellor consented to an amend- 
ment providing that the Public Trustee and his officers sh subject to 
the requirements of the Treasury, be persons already in the pu 
The Lord Chancellor also stated that he agreed with the principle urged 
by the Council that unnecessary and expensive officials ought not to be 
created. No rules have so far been issued under the Act. They will 
receive the careful consideration of the Council as soon as a draft of them 
is obtainable. 

Judicature (Court of Appeal) Bill, 1907.—This Bill has been introduced 
by the Lord Chancellor and it has passed the House of Lords. It 
that an, Ciriien ot he Oe eat ae e 
Chancellor consist of two judges e Court of Appeal Cages. 
Rete ae at coda Gone ducive to due 
administration of justice and have in t solieving th 
mapa’ 0» mae ee ee e congest 
work in the Court of Appeal that that court should no 
the cases coming before it under the Judicature Acts, 1 and _ 
and under the Workmen’s Compensation Act; that this business sh 
in future be remitted to the King’s Bench Division, and that the pone. By 
Bench Division should be sufficiently strengthened to enable it 
to cope with the increased business which will thus require to be 
of. The Council have also recommended a thorough revision o 
circuit system as being also calculated to provide more time for the 
transaction of business in the King’s Bench Division. 

Judicature (Rules Committee) Bill.—A Bill was introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor in 1906 pro that there should be two solicitors 
on the Rule Committee of Supreme Court, one of whom should be a 
member of the Council of the Law Society and the other a member of the 
Law Society and also of Bere = law society.. The Bill the 
House of Lords, but time not allow of its being passed b House 
of Commons. The Lord Ohancellor has introduced a similar Bill thie 
session which has the Lords. All the members of the committee 
will be nominated by the Lord Chancellor. 

County Courts Bill, 1907.—This Bill, which has been introduced by the 
Lord Chancellor, proposes, amongst other important amendments in the 
law, to extend the jurisdiction of and to give power to make 
rules extending the power to enter up sum t on default 
summonses. It, however, proposes to limit the 
default summons procedure to certain courts, and to prohibit the exercise 
of the extended jurisdiction by registrars who are sae fi solicitors, 
and it also proposes to authorize rules affecting the ty 
of the county courts which would, in the opinion of the Council, deprive, 
without sufficient reason, a plaintiff of the option which he now has to 
commence his action either in the district where the vessel or property is 
or where the defendant or his tresides. In these respects amendments 
have been put forward by the Council, as also have new clauses providing 
that the Gounty Court Rule Committee shall include two solicitors, 
one being a member of a provincial law society, giving power to county 
court judges to commit for contempt any person who acts as a solicitor in 
a county court while unqualified, p: that judgment debts of not 
less than £20 shall interest, and giving to county 
issue a commission to evidence abroad. 

Justices of the Peace Act, 1906.—This Act provides that a solicitor, if 
otherwise qualified, may be ted a justice of th 
county, but that it shall not be lawful for any solicitor, being a justice, 
any partner of his, to practise directly or before the justices for 
that county or any borough within the county. e Act ne eee after 
long-continued e the Council, and removes a disq 
which the Council had always felt there was no justification. 

Solicitors Act, 1906.—This Act received the Royal Assent in August last, 
and enables the society as of Solicitors to refuse to issue 
certificates to solicitors who are undischarged bankrupts. The Council 
had long considered it desirable that the society should have this > 
and are glad at last to be able to record the success of their to 
obtain it. The Act having conferred a discretion on the 
the question had to be considered in what manner it should be exer- 
gale so peep no Ke oh EF certificates 
been practising since his one or more 
poor § to him sles his and Act came into 
force, and that he may to be allowed time for 
his or for winding-up bis affairs. The Council have in 
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| cases authorized the issue for the current year, unless 
appears that there has been a previous bankruptcy, excessive speculation, 
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or an indebtedness to clients, or that the solicitor has apparently no 
business to wind up. If, however, a bankruptcy has occurred since the 
15th of November, 1906, and consequently the solicitor concerned has not 
had a certificate issued to him since his bankruptcy, the Council consider 
that he has no claim for special consideration ; and, inasmuch as they hold 
the general opinion that bankruptcy is inconsistent with the practice of the 

rofession of a solicitor, they propose not to issue a certificate to him unless 
t — that the bankruptcy is due to pure misfortune, that proper 
books of account have been kept, and that clients’ moneys are intact. At 
the date of the passing of the new Act there were, so far as the Council 
have been able to ascertain, some eighty solicitors who, being undischarged 
bankrupts, became amenable to its provisions. Of such eighty persons 
twenty-three did not last November apply to renew their certificates to 
practise ; fifty-seven did so apply, and the Council, exercising their dis- 
cretion in the manner before referred to, granted certificates to thirty- 
seven of such applicants. The applications of the remaining twenty were 
refused. Seven of the twenty appealed to the then Master of the Rolls, 
who made an order in three cases for the renewal of the certificates for one 
year only. No order was made in the other four cases, but the appellants 
were granted leave to apply again on finding satisfactory security. Only 
one such appellant succeeded in finding security to the satisfaction of the 
then Master of the Rolls, and a certificate was, on his lordship’s order, 
granted to such appellant accordingly. 

Bankruptey Law Amendment.—The Departmental Committee of the Board 
of Trade appointed last year for the consideration of amendments of the 
law of bankruptcy, and of which Mr. Joseph Addison was elected a 
member on the nomination of the Council, has not yet issued its report. 
The president has during the year, at the request of the Council, given 
evidence before the committee. The Council were invited to submit 
suggestions, and they nominated a committee to consider and report on 
the subject. The recommendations of the committee, which were duly 
adopted by the Council, are printed in the appendix. 

Companies Acts Amendment Bill.—This Bill was introduced into the House 
of Lords by Lord Granard as a Government measure and has passed that 
House. The Bill is founded upon the report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee of the Board of Trade, referred to on p. 23 of the Annual Report 
for the year 1906. The Council have considered the Bill and have for- 
warded to the Board of Trade and to the solicitor members of Parliament 
@ print of their report upon it which contains particulars of the various 
amendments which the Council consider should be made in the Bill. Steps 
will be taken to have these amendments moved during the consideration 
of the measure in the House of Commons. 

Solicitors’ Accounts.—In November last a requisition was received by the 
secretary signed by about 113 members of the society to call a special 
general meeting to consider this question, and pursuant to such requisition 
& special general meeting was called for Friday, the 14th of December, 
and was duly held. As a result of that meeting, and after a poll had been 
taken, a committee was formed, consisting of four members of the Council, 
four London members, nominated by the requisitionists, and three country 
members, also nominated by the requisitionists, to consider and report as 
to what rules and regulations, if any, should be adopted by the society as 
to the following matters: (a) The methods in which a solicitor should 
keep the accounts of himself and his elients and the audit thereof ; (5) 
the keeping and audit of trust accounts; (c) the conduct of professional 
business ; (d) the formation of a guarantee fund; and as to the mode of 
enforcing such rules and regulations. Power was reserved to the com- 
mittee to add to their number four members, one to be nominated by the 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, one by the Manchester Incor- 

Law Association, one by the Birmingham Law Society, and one 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies, and such members were 
subsequently added accordingly. At the special general meeting of the 
society held in April a letter was read from the secretary of the committee 
to the effect that a report would, it was hoped, be ready to lay before the 
annual general meeting to be held in July. A copy will, if ready, be 
forwarded to members with the notice convening the annual general 
meeting. 

Representation of the Society on various Public Bodies.—Mr. H. J. Johnson has 
been elected a member of the Senate of the University of London in place of 
Mr. Godden, resigned. Mr. E. H. Fraser has been re-elected a member of the 
Court of Governors of Sheffield University. Mr. W. M. Walters has been 
re-elected a member of the Trustees Savings Bank Inspection Committee. 
Mr. E. J. Bristow has been re-elected a member of the Council of Law 
Reporting ; Sir Albert Rollit has been appointed a member of the Board 
of Legal Studies of Sheffield University; Mr. H. E. Gribble has been 
appointed a member of the Nottingham Board of Legal Studies ; Mr. E. H. 
Saas has been appointed a member of the Yorkshire Board of Legal 
Studies; Mr. W. F. Fladgate has been appointed a member of the 
Liv 1 Board of Legal Studies ; Mr. Henry Attlee has been appointed a 
member of the Newcastle-on-Tyne Board of Legal Studies; Mr. C. M. 
Barker has been appointed a member of the Birmingham Board of Legal 
Studies ; Mr. J. W. Budd has been appointed a member of the Bristol 
and District Board of Legal Studiés; Mr. Barker, Mr. Godden, and the 

incipal have been appointed members of the Swansea and Neath 

of Legal Studies. 
ings under the Solicitors Acts.—The eighteenth annual report of the 
committee appointed under the Solicitors Act, 1888, will be found in the 
appendix. g the — year seven solicitors were convicted of various 
criminal offences, and their names have, on the application of the society, 


been struck off the roll by order of the Divisional Court. Convictions 
under section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, have been obtained against 
eight unqualified ms ; proceedings in other cases were either dismissed 

wn victions under the same Act have been obtained 


or . 
against five solicitors for practising without being duly qualified. In 





addition to the certificates refused under the powers conferred by the 
Solicitors Act, 1906, the Council refused applications by eight solicitors 
for orders for the renewal of their practising certificates under the 
Solicitors Act, 1888, s. 16, chiefly on the ground of bankruptcy or other 
impecuniosity. In one case, however, the Master of the Rolls, on appeal, 
allowed the certificate to issue for the current year only on certain con- 
ditions being complied with. An application for restoration to the roll 
was opposed by the Council, but subsequently, on appeal, the Master of 
the Roils, in view of the special circumstances of the case, granted it. 
The Council have also been in communication with the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue with regard to complaints against unqualified persons 
for contravening section 44 of the Stamp Act, 1891; in one instance the 
commissioners took proceedings in the High Court of Justice. Such 
proceedings resulted, however, in a verdict for the defendant. 


oe 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on Thursday, the 4th inst., Mr. W. M. Woodhouse in the 
chair. The other directors present were Mr. 8. J. Daw (treasurer), Mr. 
P. W. Chandler, Mr. R. H. Peacock, Mr. J. E. W. Rider, Mr. J. Vallance, 
Mr. Mark Waters, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £135 
was voted for the relief of six applicants being widows or daughters of 
London solicitors, and other general business was transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS, 1907. 
The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal Education Com- 


mittee, has made the following award of studentships of the value of £50 
each, tenable for three years, subject to the conditions prescribed in the 


regulations : 
Crass A, 


(Candidates under 19, not yet articled.) 

1. Mr. Nicholas Albert Edward Ear'e. Mr. Earle was educated at 
Bilton Grange, Rugby ; at Mostyn House, Parkgate; and at Winchester 
College. 

2. Mr. Bernard Champness. Mr. Champness was educated at the 
London College of Choristers; at Axham College, Clacton-on-Sea; and at 


the City of London School. 

3. Mr. Reginald Frederick Mattingly. Mr. Mattingly was educated at 
Highbury Park College ; and at Merchant Taylors’ School. 

The following candidates in this class are deemed worthy of honorable 
mention: Mr. Hubert Davenport Price, of Bromsgrove School; Mr. 
Edgar Lawrence Newall Tuck, of ‘Taunton School. 


Crass B, 
(Graduated not yet artieled.) 
No Awarp. 


Crass C. 
(Articled clerks having at least three years to serve.) 

1. Mr. Frank Shearme Harries. Mr. Harries was educated at Christ’s 
College, Brecon; and at Heidelberg University. He is articled with Mr. 
T. Baker Jones, of Newport, Mon. 

2. Mr. Charles Humphrey Woolrych. Mr. Woolrych was educated at 
Stratheden House, Blackheath; and at Marlborough College. He is 
articled with Mr. C. Silverwood Cope, of London. 


Crass D. 
(Articled clerks having at least two years to serve.) 
Mr. Eric Arthur Goddard Jones, BA. Mr. Jones was educated at 
Blackheath School, and at Wadham College, Oxford. He is articled with 
Mr. C. Stork Holdsworth, of London. 


PRIZES FOR THE SESSION 1906-7. 


The Council, acting upon the recommendation of the same committee, 
has made the following awards of prizes in respect of the work done by 
the students attending the society’s lectures and classes during the session 
1906-7 :— 

Frvau Srvupents. 

lst Prize (books value five guineas): Mr. A. D. 8. Rogers, LL.B. 
(articled with Mr. F. W. Darch, of London). 

2nd Prize (books value three guineas): Mr. B. A. Schooling (articled 
with Mr. W. Gamble, of London), 

3rd Prize (books value two guineas): Mr. G. Gavan Duffy (articled with 
Mr. H. T. Birks, of London). 

INTERMEDIATE StuDENTs. 

1st and 2nd Prizes (value three guineas and two guineas panes to 
be equally divided between Mr. N. OC. Gillett (articled with Mr. E. B. 
Knight, of London); and Mr. T. Armitage Hewitt (articled with Mr. 
Thomas Hewitt, of on). 

By order of the Council, 
5th July, 1907. E. W. Witu1amson, Secretary. 
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Obituary. 


Sir A. Billson, M.P. 


Sir A. Billson, M.P., died suddenly in the House of Commons on 
Tuesday evening. He was a Leicester man; was educated at a local 
school, and was admitted a solicitor in 1860. In 1861 he went to Liver- 
pool and entered into partnership with Mr. Oliver Jones and Mr. Madge 
in Cook-street. He continued a member of the firm of Messrs. Oliver 
Jones, Billson, & Co. for many years, and his name appears in connection 
with the firm in the current law lists but he is understood for some years to 
have ceased to take an active part in the business, his son, Mr. Edgar L. 
Billson, taking his place. In 1892 he was elected Member of Parliament 
for the Barnstaple Division of Devonshire, and held the seat until 1895, 
when he was defeated by Sir W. C. Gull. In the following year he 
unsuccessfully contested East Bradford, but in March, 1897, he was 
elected for Halifax at a by-election and represented that borough until 
1900. Heremained out of Parliament for several years, but was elected 
for North-West Staffordshire at the last General Election. He was a 
magistrate for Liverpool and Shropshire, and was knighted a week or 
two ago. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. C. H. M. Wiarton, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister on the Northern Circuit, in place of the late Mr. J. T. Foard. 

Mr. Epwarp Snonrr, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Recorder of 
the Borough of Sunderland. 

Mr. W. L. L. Bewu, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a Revising 


Barrister on the Western Circuit, in succession to Mr. Douglas Metcalfe, 
resigned, 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Haney Dewes, Henry Brock Harris, and Gzorck Herpert Twist, 
solicitors (Dewes, Brock Harris, & Twist), Nuneaton. June 30. So far as 
regards the said Henry Dewes ; the business will in future be carried on 
under the style or firm of ‘* Brock Harris & Twist.’’ [ Gazette, July 5. 





General. 


An inquest was, says the Hvening Standard, held at Winslow, on 
the 4th inst., as to the death of Mr. Herbert Bullock, aged sixty, a 
solicitor of Winslow. He resided at Padbury, some six miles distant, 
and hurried to catch a train, and died almost immediately after enter- 
ing ee A verdict of ‘‘Death from heart failure ’’ was 
returned. 

Congressman Robinson, of Arkansas, says the Central Law Journal, 
tells of an old negro who.was charged with having stolen a hog. The 
facts were all against him. He had no counsel, and when the judge 
asked him if he wanted a lawyer assigned to defend him, he declared 
that he did not. ‘‘But you are entitled to a lawyer,’’ the court ex- 
plained, ‘‘and you might as well have the benefit of his services.”’ 
“Yoah Honor would jes gimme some cheap white trash lawyer,’’ the 
old darkey replied, ‘‘and he wouldn't do me no good. If it’s jes de 
same to yoah Honor, I’d ruther depen’ on de ign’rance ob de court.”’ 


The forty-third meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Com- 
mittee was held on the 3rd inst., at the Royal Courts of Justice, 
under the presidency of Mr. Muir Mackenzie, the chairman. The com- 
mittee received a deputation, consisting of the chairman, vice-chairman, 
and members of the committee of the Stock Exchange, who brought 
to the attention of the committee the injury and hardship on members 
of the Stock Exchange and persons engaged in Stock Exchange tran- 
sactions of the operation of bankruptcy law, by which payments to and 
transactions with assignees for the benefit of creditors are liable to be 
invalidated by a subsequent bankruptcy. Mr. Braithwaite, the soli- 
citor, Mr. Smith, the vice-chairman, and Mr. Richardson, the official 
assignee, gave evidence on the subject. Evidence was also given b 
Mr. F. Parker Rhodes, representing various important bodies in So 
Yorkshire engaged in the railway waggon industry, who dealt with the 
question whether hire-purchase agreements should be subject to regis- 
tration in the same manner as bills of sale. 


On the 3rd inst. the Court of Criminal Appeal Bill came on for 
further consideration by Standing Committee B of the House of Com- 
mons. The resolution of the House authorizing the making of provi- 
sion for payment of salaries to the registrar of a Court of Criminal 
i and his staff, and for the expenses of taking shorthand notes, 
and of making transcripts of them, in view of appeals, was read from 
the chair; whereupon clause 2, providing for a registrar and staff and 
making the senior master of the Supreme Court the first istrar, 
was put and agreed to without division. On clause 16, providing for 
the taking of shorthand notes at the trial of any person on indictment 
who, if convicted, would be entitled to appeal, an amendment by 
Lord R. Cecil was, in his absence, moved by the Attorney-General to 





provide that a transcript of the notes should be furnished to any party 
interested on payment of the prescribed es. This being agreed 
to, the clause was passed as amended. These being the only remain- 
ing clauses to be considered in committee, the Bill was ordered to be 
reported as amended to the House, 


In view of the forthcoming debate upon the Attorney-General’s 
motion for the appointment of a new judge of the King’s Bench Divi- 
sion, says the Parliamentary correspondent of the 7'imes, mof@ than 
ordinary interest attaches to a point raised by Mr. Bertram—namely, 
whether the Council of Jud Supreme Court have, in con- 
formity with section 75 of Judicature Act, 1873, made an 
report to the Home Secretary as to what, if any, amendments or 
alterations it would, in their judgment, be expedient to make in the 
Act or otherwise relating to the administration of justice, and par- 
ticularly the defects which ma; r to exist in the system of proce- 
dure or the administration o: rg in any part of the Su 
Court. Mr. Gladstone, in response to an appeal for information on 
the subject, states that since the statute in question came into force 
the judges have reported on three occasions only ; in 1880 on the Courte 
of on Pleas and Exchequer; in 1884 on the circuit system; and 
in 1892 on various matters, including a Court of Criminal A and 
the revision of sentences. The report of 1880 was presented to Par- 
liament in 1881; the report of 1884 is referred to in an Order of Coun- 
cil which was presented to Parliament (No. 251 of 1884), and the 
report of 1892, which deals with the question of criminal appeal, was 
presented to Parliament in 1894 (No. 127 of 1894. The right hon. 

entleman adds that the Council of Judges have met twice this year, 

t the business at those meetings has not been made the subject of a 
report to him. 

The hardship to litigants in cases already long-standing in the list, 
which have to be adjourned over the Vacation, was, says the 
Times, brought to the notice of his Honour Judge Edge at Clerken- 
well on Thursday in last week. His Honour said he ag | —— 
with the D geares os but he was powerless in the matter. e en 
again and again of the ——— state of work in the court, and had 
done his best to try to get the matter remedied. A Bill was introduced 
into the House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor last February to 
appoint assistant judges to meet the state of business in the 
county courts. It had passed the second reading, and was now in a 
state of suspended animation. The Lords were so busy—he saw they 
sometimes sat at a quarter- four and rose at twenty minutes 
—that he supposed the stages of the Bill could not be re . 
However, they were all agreed that something should be done. His 
Honour Judge Woodfall made reference, in the Westminster County 
Court on a subsequent day, to the remarks of Judge Edge. It had been 
reported, he said, that the congestion was due to the heavy nature of cases 
sent down from the High Court, which effectually debarred the poorer 
classes of litigants, for whom county courts were established, from 
getting their cases heard with any promptitude. Judge Woodfall 
said he did not know what took place elsewhere, but at that court 
there was no congestion of business, Of remitted actions from the 
High Court sent to fifty-five courts 16 per cent. came to the Weet- 
minster Court, and he had no hesitation in saying he did not know 
of one single instance of delaying the case of a “poorer class litigant.” 

On the 4th inst. Mr. Bottomley asked the Attorney-General whether 
he was aware that Mr. C. J. Stewart, whom it is proposed to appoint 
public trustee, has for several years past been chairman of a brewery 
company, which under his direction had been in j Ly 
and that when previously occupying the position of Senior Official 
Receiver in companies’ winding up he was reprimanded by Mr. Justice 
Hawkins for displaying animus and bias in the discharge of his duties ; 
and whether he would state what were the special qualifications pos- 
sessed by Mr. Stewart for discharging the duties incidental to the new 
office of public trustee. The Attorney-General said: I have to inform 
the hon. member that I have no connection whatever with this ap- 
pointment ; but I have communicated with the Lord Chancellor and 
obtained the necessary materials to give him an answer. It is the 
fact that Mr. Stewart has for some years been the chairman of a 
brewery company, but there is, I understand, no ground for the state- 
ment that any ncial difficulty which it may have experienced was 
during his direction. It is true that Mr. Justice Hawkins, in the 
course of the Hansard prosecutions, used rye ay to the effect men- 
tioned in the question; but I am informed that the Lord Chancellor 
and the President of the Board of Trade at the time, and the . 
judge in charge of the winding-up of companies were al] satisfied with 
Mr. Stewart's conduct in that case. With re to Mr. Stewart's 
qualifications, I have already stated them, and I need only add that I 
understand he filled the high offices to which I referred with the entire 
satisfaction of those b om he was employed and to whom he was 
responsible. The Lord Chancellor informs me that he selected Mr. 
Stewart, after careful and prolonged consideration of many names, 
as the candidate distinctly best fitted by character and experience for 
the difficult work of inaugurating the office of public trustee. Mr. 
Bottomley asked the hon. and as ao whether it was not 
the fact that under Mr. Stewart’s direction of this brew oy 
there had been not only a formal reduction of its capital of 1,500,000. 
but a shrinkage in market value of £2,000,000; whether the hon, and 
learned gentleman himeelf, in the course of the trial Regina v. Tsaacs, 
did not charge Mr. Stewart with deliberately suppressing an i 
document with a view to obtaining a verdict ; and, generally, whether 
he did not think that there was a wider field of choice available to the 
Government for the post of public trustee than an unsuccessful b 
director. The Alttorney-General said: With regard to the first 
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of the question, I understand the financial difficulty experienced by 
this company was before Mr. Stewart was invited to undertake the 
office of chairman, and that since he undertook that position the 
vervices he rendered had been satisfactory to the shareholders. For 
what I said as one of the counsel for the defence in the Hansard Union 
case I do not think I am responsible in my position as Attorney- 
General. With regard to the other portion of the answer, I have no 
more to do with the appointment than the hon. gentleman. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaiarrars in ATTENDANCE OF 






Dat Emencercy Aprrat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
, Rota. No. 2. Kexewics, Jovor. 
Carrington Mr: Bloxam Mr. Theed Mr. Leach 
Byoge Borrer Goldschmidt Greswell 
Church Bloxam eed Leach 
King Borrer Goldschmidt Greswell 
Beal Bloxam Theed Leach 
Farmer Borrer Goldschmidt Greswell 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 
Swinres Eapy. Wanrairerton. N&VILLE Parkes. 
— 15 Mr. Farmer Mr. King Mr. Synge Mr. Borrer 
16 Beal Church Carrington Bloxam 
«17 Farmer King Synge Greswell 
‘ 18 Beal Church Carrington Leach 
i Oe 19 Farmer King Synge Goldschmidt 
sosccerosooesers +20 Beal Church Carrington Theed 








rT? . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasetie—Faivay, July 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurtep tn CHANOERY. 


ALumisitm AnD General Fouspry Syxpicate, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their d-bts or 
claims, to Henry Hodgkinson Bobart, 22, Basinghall st. Mackrell & Ward, Walbrook, 
solors for liquidator 

Compayixs Cornroration, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented July 2, directed to be 
heard July 16. Morley & Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solors for petner. Notice 
« . ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 

uly 15 

Epivsuren anv Distraict Moror Omsisus Co, Limirep (1s Liquipatios)—Creditors are 
are required, on or before Aug 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to William Edward Turner Price, 34 & 36, Gresham st. 
Blackman, Gresham Houee. solor for liquidator 

Fremantce Sueiter, Lintrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 14, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edgar Protheroe 
Jones, Salisbury House, London Wall 

Merroro.itax Sxovuritizs, Linirep—Creditors are required forthwith to send their names 
and a) , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Howard Button, 49, Queen 
Victoria st. Hiscott, Stone bldgs, solor 

Motor Caz Exvontum, Limrtep —Petn for winding up, presented July 4, directed to be 

* heard on July 16. Moore, 24, Budge row, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 15 

Mvrac Syspicate, Linrtep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 13, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Edward 
Cox, 5, Gt Winchester st. Blair & Girling. Basioghail st, solors to liquidator 

Musica, Propvortions, Limttep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George Beverley, Chancery In Station chmbrs, 31-33, High Holborn, liquidator 

Oxrorp Syypicate, Limrirep—Creditors are require}, on or before Aug 17, to send their 
names an‘ addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Bacon, 62, 
London Wall, liquidator 

Baxpers Wake Sairrixnc Co, Limirep (1s Votuntary Laiguipation) — Creditors are 

, on or before Aug 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Robe: t Walk«r, 7, Gt St Helens, liquidator 

Svesex Surer-Arratioy, Linitep Pxtn for winding up, presented July 1, directed to be 
heard July 16. Parker & Richardson, 5%, New Broad st, solors for petners, Notice of 
aes must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

ry. 


W_E Wituams & Co (Meatruye), Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented June 29, 

seomtet ey Ae pe 29, “ — Andrew & em ep Fisher st, Swansea, for 

addison 6 ewry, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not jater than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of J uly i . 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 9, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuirep m CHasorry. 


Amateve Bitttarp Association axp Civ, Limitep— Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 12, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or c'aims, 
to Arthur Taylor, 23, College hiil, liquidator 

B. Mzxtor & Co, Limtrep —Creditors are required, on or before Aug 24, to send their 
mames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to E. Lofting, 
2, Carlisle av, liquidator 

Cotcaponaturs, Linitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Owen Wyatt 
Williams, 14, Ironmor ger In. Paddison & Co, Gresham st, solors fur liquidator 

Gronor Cuzstsr & Sons, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and ad¢resses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Albert 
Cripwell, 12, Cherry st, Birmingham, liquidator 

Giayt Mixixo Co, Limitep - Creditors are required, on or befire Aug 31, to send their 
names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Harry 
Plimsoll Newsam, Broad st pl, liquidator 

Hagp Bascx Co, Limitzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 8, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Frederick Wood, 
38, Havelock rd, Hastings, liquidator 

Mvncnison Paormiztary (Traxsvaat), Lonten—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 7, to send their names and addrerses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Charles mse Fe eg Lashwood House, New broad st, ison & Co, Gresham st, 

r 


axp Sor Co, Limitep— Credit: ra are uired, on or before Aug 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Gaime, to 
Augustus Cufaude Palmer, st Giles st, Northampton 





Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, June 21, 
Dempster, Rosert Hyper, Tavistock, Schoolmaster July 26 Selby v Dempster, 
Registrar, Liverpool Clarke, Liverpool 
Tsomas, Naraayiei, Cwmcelyn, Lianstephan, Carmarthen, Farmer July 18 Howells v 
Thomas, Warrington and Parker, JJ Morris, Carmarthen 
London Gaszette.—Turspay, June 25. 
Psexver, Jonn Avoustive, Choriton on Medlock July 21 Pender v Pender, Registrar, 
Manchester 
London Gasette —Faipay, June 28. 
Coss, Caantes Musxo, Bush Hill Park, Enfield, Architect July 30 Flowers v Cobb, 
Kekewich,J Haslam, Moorgate st 
London Gasette.—Faipay, July 5. 
Surrnens, Extis, St Leonard’s on Sea, Draper Aug 31 Boyd & Co, Ltd v Post. 
Kekewich, J Glenister, Hastings 
Syxes, Joun Garpyner, Poulten le Fylde, Lancs, Wine Merchant Aug 5 
Sykes, Registrar, Liverpool Simpson, Liverpool 
Woottatt, Faeperiock, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer Aug 31 Woollatt v Woollatt, 
Kekewich, J Wing, Nottingham 
London Gazette.—Toxrsvay, July 9. 


Wapaus, Epwunp, Worfield House, Gt Malvern, Surgeon Aug 22 Jones v Bagworth, 
Neville, J Oakey, Nuneaton 

Witxins, Josern Bartey, Wavertree rd, Streatham Hill, Leather Merchant Oct 12 
Wilks vy Wilkins, Swinfen Eady, J Western, Essex st, Strand 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciam, 
London Gasette.—Faipay, June 28. 

Aven, Miztam Mantua Dursow, Rochester Aug8 Earengey, Cheltenham 

AtLort, Caarizs Sweats, Old Trafford, nr Manchester, Civil Eogineer July 27 Bellhouse 
& Syer, Manchester 

Ayprews, Wiiu14m, Leigham av, Streatham July 26 Jobson, Lincoln's inn fields 

Appteyarp, Louisa Susanna, Slough, Bucks July 31 Meredith & Co, New sq, Lin:oln’s 
inn 

Aspix, Jony, Clitheroe, Lancs Aug 12 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

Baker, Jusern, Brightling, Sussex, Grocer Aug8 Shepp:ird, Battle, Sussex 

Baxer, Mary Cuarzorre, Nevern sq, Earl's Court Augl4 Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn aq 

Barton, Margaret Anniz Moor, Norwich Ju'y 31 Blyth, Norwich 

Baxenvae, Sarissury, Long Cross, Cherteey,J P Aug 31 Atkey & Co, Sackville st, 
Piccadilly 

Browns, Jusrru Joan, Tavistock July 15 Somerville & Cameron, Ediaburgh 

Bursiper, Witi1am, Barnham, Sussex July 31 taffurth, Bognor 

Care, Davip Nico.s, Alnwick, Northumberland Aug 23 Hindmarsh, Alnwick 

Compe, Auics, Bogner July 31 Steffurth, Bognor 

Crate, Carotine May, Cathcart rd,8 Kensington July 24 CR & F Hf Stevens, Queen 
Victoria st 

Curtis, Grorce Byron, Airlie gdn-, Campden Hill rd July 29 Grover & Co, King’s 
Bench walk, Temple 

Davey, Wiiu14m, Exeter, General Merchant July 25 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 

De Ros, Baron July 29 Grover & Co, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Duptow, Fansy Mancaret, West Malling, Kent July 26 Preston, Bishopagate st 
Without 

Ecougs, Jouy, Clitheroe, Lincs, Pork Butcher Augi2 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

Foster, Exiza Juuia, Liverpool July 31 Hamilton, Copthall av 

Farr, Sanan Srevaat, Cliftov, Glos July 31 Braikenridge & Edwards, Bartlett’s bldgs 

Gotputii, Bexsamin Moss, Grafton st, Mile End July 23 Smith, Fenchurch bldgs 

Gairriy, Jostau, Fenchurch st Aug5 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 

Harecreaves, WiiuiamM, Liverpool, Soap Manufacturer Augl15 Banks & Co, Liverpool 

Hewitt, Jouy, Rubery Hill Asylum, Worvester July 31 Hallam, Birmingham 


Sykes y 





Hittary, Kezian, Canford Magna, Dorset July 10 Luff & Ray 4d, Wimb 
Minster, Dorset 

Hogay, Susannan, Chalcot gdns, Haverstock Hill July 31 Bower & Co, Bream’s bldgs, 
Chancery In 


Ho.tpway, Feances, Acton Aug i Gabriel, Portugal st bidgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Houverr, Ceomia Mania, Stretford, Lancs Aug5 Gruniy & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Jenxtxs, James, Birmingham, Brassfounder Augl1 Jane & Co, Birmingham 

Jounstors, Jonn Doveras, Tavistock July 15 Johnstone, Tavistock 

Luorp, Bight Rev Asruur Tuomas, Lord Bishop of Newcastle, Newcastle on Tjne Sept 
21 Arnould & Son, New ct, Lincolo’s inn 

Lvscomss, Commander Faspericx St Lecer, Bath July 12 Barham & Watson, 
Bridgwater 

Lutiey, Jouw Hasixoton, Brockhampton, Hereford July3i Yonge, Worcester 

Mason, Exviza,Coventry July 29 Woodcock & Co, Coventry 

Maynew, Geonce Faaycis, Ipswich, Certificated Teacher July 26 Westhorp & Co, 
Ipswich 

Meraotnsox, Micuast, Kinzs'on upon Hull, Dairyman Aug 1 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 

Nicaon, Wii.1am, Consett, Durham, Saddler July 31 Murray-Aynsley, Consett 

Pzacu, Cuantorte, Lower Somercotes, Alfreton, Derby July 27 Black & Marshall, 
Chesterfield 

Pootz, Gzoraz Wittiam Howetts, Amhurst rd, Hackney July 26 Beckingsale & Co» 
Stoke Newington rd 

Pozyes, Juuia, Amhurst rd, Hackney July 30 Woolf & Co, Abchurch In 
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Quick, Frepgri0 Wiit1am, Brighton, Civil Engineer Aug 1 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn 


fields 

Rexrp, Isanetta Jaxe, Northbrook rd, Bowes pk, Wood Gren July2@t CR&FH 
Stevens, Queen Victoria st 

PauruarsH, Fawwy, Starbeck, Yorks Aug 15 Wood, York 

Sauypens, Grorox, King st, Hammersmith Aug8 Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

ScarsonovaH, The Right Hon Ferpsatca Mary Apeviza Dowager Cou ate’s of, Chester le 
Street, Durham Augi Few & Co, Surrey st, Strand 

Sueex, Faxwy, Tunbridge Wells Aug7 Dalston & Co, South umpton st, Bloombury 

THEOBALD, Susan, Stoneygate, Leicester July 31 Toller & Pochin, Leicester 

Tooxey, Jossra Watatmay, Haughton, nr Denton, Lanes, Beerseller July 15 Grundy 
& Co, Manchester 

Wasatvorox, Hexry Hotrorp, Marlborough hiil, Maida Vale July 31 Upton & Co, 
Austin Friars 

West, Cuarues, Slough July17 Goodacre & Co, Slough, Backs 

Warrwam, Bexsamre, Choriton on Medlock, Manchester, Monumental Sculptor Aug 81 
Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 

Wicctesworts, Jeremtan, Accring'on, Cotton Waste Dealer July 30 Slinger, 
Accrington 

Wiatry, Ex1za, Lamberhurst, Kent Augi1 Gower, Tanbridge Wells 

Witxrnsox, Jemma, Wainfleet St Mary, Lincs July 4 Thimbleby & Son, Spilsby 

Wizsox, Rev Grornar Maryon, Gt Canfieli, Easex Aug 12 Wade & Co, Dunmow, Essex 

Wooprorr, Joux Jaurs, High st, Wandsworth Aug 10 Watkins & Pulleyn, South sq, 
Gray’s inn 

Woorpriper, Witt1aM Hewey, Sandown, I of W, Solicitor July 24 Wooldrilge & Son, 
Winchester 

Wres, Exizasera, Barnes July 15 Britton, Soho sq 


London Gazette,—Turspay, July 2, 


Apamson, Joux, Keswick, Cumberland, Butcher July1 Broatch & Son, Keswick 

Aupcrort, Ex1za, Stretford, nr Manchester, Pork Butcher July 31 Walker, Manchester 

Anmytace, Hon Janz Saran, Upper Brook st Augé6 H & C Collins, Reading 

Barry, Jony, Filton, Glos July 30 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

Barrrop, Many, East Retford, Notts Aug 12 Mee & Co, Retford 

Best, Captain Hewry Comprox, Eastbourne Aug 22 Burne & Wykes, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 

Boppixetox, Wiit1am Cocxsox, Holloway rd, Islington, C 
Aldis, Basinghall st 

Bosomwortn, Ayn, Leeds, Grocer Augi Wilson, Leeds 

Baices, Ross Axx, Lewisham rd, Lewisham Aug1t0 Adkin, Laurence Pountney hill 

Baoomnacr, Apruiza, Surbiton Aug 10 Howse & Eve, Salter’s Hall ct, Cannon st 

Brown, Jouy, Redcar, Yorks, Master Mariner Aug6 Spry & Preston, Middlesbrough 

Byaye, Taomas Henry, Twerton, nr Bath July 28 Titley, Bath 

Byrne, Ann, Twerton, nr Bath July 28 Titley, Bath 

Carrer, Grorar, Chippenham, Wilts, Farmer July 25 Wood & Awdry, Ohippenham 

CuexrtHam, Axx, Southport Augi Battersby, Southport 


Dotay, Wrourrep, Horsham Augil0 Gasquet & Oo, Mincing In 





ial Traveller Aug 1 


Warren, Exvizasers Saran, Doughty st July 22 James & Lowe, Nottingham 
Younemax, Heway, Ellingham, Norfolk, Miller July 27 Huson, Beocles 
London Gasette.—Fuipar, July 5. 
Apamipis, Nicoias, Alexandria, Egypt Augi Field & Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Avper, Jouy Ricnarp, Worcester Park AugS White, Chancery In 
Bawxs, Caruenine, Pendleton, Salford Aug8 Dixon & Co, Manchester rie 
sae Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Grocer July 24 Welchman & Dewing, 
Beaton, Taomas Veavox, West Hartlepool, Pawnbroker’s Assistant July 31 Webb, 
West Hartlepool 
Boxers, Maria Evwice, Onslow sq Aug9 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Boorn, Cuan.es, Greasborough, Yorks July29 Twigg, Rotherham 
Brayps, Farzprica Witaete, Grosse Schwillpsr, Germany Aug 2 Plunkett & Leader, 
8t Paul’s churchyard 
Cave-Browse-Cave, Wiit1am, Harborne, nr Birmingham Aug 31 Freeman & Walker, 
Birmingham 


Cuurrox, Rossrt Grorer, Gt College st, Westminster July 31 Clutton & Johnson, 
Little College st 

Co.soaws, Lina, Neuenheim, Heidelberg, Germany Aug 15 Colborne, Newport, Mon 

Coors, Joun, Shanghai Sept 30 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

Cox, Many Howos, Cotham, Bristol Aug6é Adams & Adams, Clement's ina, Strand 

Cresswevt, Mary, Chalfont rd, South Norwood Augi10 Dean, Clement's inn, Strand 

Davies, Samus, Manchester Augi5 Slater & Co, Manchester 

Densysaiae, Henry, Buckley, Flint Aug8 Dixon & Co, Manchester 

Dons, Cuaates, Douglas rd, Canonbury AugS Reed & Reed, Basinghall st 

Eovestow, Roseat, ikley, Yorks Aug$ Huntriss & Co, Halifax 

Eowanrps, Josgrn, Blackley, Manchester Aug10 Lingard & Gaunt, Manchester 

FitzWyonam, Lady Fanny Geongiana Danvers, Eaton pl Aug 5 Crawley & Ce, 
Arlington st 

Forp, Karueeixe Many, Eastbourne Aug’ Ford, Brighton 

Fay, Exvex, Arthur st, Fulham rd, Chelsea July 17 Peskett & Parker, Brighton 

Guepai., Jowett, Brighouse, Blacksmith July 18 Richardson, Brighouse 

Guxx, Henry, Nottingham July 15 Whitworth, Nottingham 

Hanrnisoy, Farpericx, Ware, Herts, Coachbuilder Sept 1 Chalmers-Hunt & Davies, 
Ware 

Havana, Many, Whitehaven July 29 Thompson, Whitehaven 

Harramy:, Wriuiam, Chelsfield, Kent, Farmer Aug 5 Dallimore & Son, Camberwell 
New rd 

Hey, Bexsamin, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorke Augié Rhodes, South Milford 

Hussaap, Eviex Parsons, St Leonards on Sea Aug6 Meynell & Pemberton, Old Queen 
st, Westminster 

Hoveuzs, Paruuir, Bryn, Lianrhidian Higher,Glam July 17 Gee & Edwards, Swanses 

Juvrenizs, Taomas, Croydon Aug9 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Juxwines, Extivoa Faavors Faewex, Camden Hill sq, Notting Hill Aug 2 Wansey & 
Co, Moorgate st 

Keasz, Francis, Otley, Suffolk Augi4 Welton, Woodbridge 

Ke.ianp, Hexry, Exmouth Aug3 Dryden, Crediton 

Mo . Davin, Ewhurst, Surrey, Farmer AugS Waldy, Cranleigh 





Faverr, Sir Josern, Bart, KCSI, Falmouth Augi0 Keith & Humphrie:, Ch y In 
Fotwett, Rose Hannan, Pattishall, Northampton July 29 Darnell & Price, 
Northampton 
Haut, Mary, Swinton, Lancs Aug27 Hart Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster Office 
Ho.pen, Raopa, Reelley, nr Burnley July 17 Southern & Fullalove, Burnley 
Huanes, James, Mynydd Isaf, nr Mold, Flint, Bookseller Aug1 Evans, Mold 
Jaco, Rosert Stepneys, Eaton pl Aug1 Prance & Prance, Plymouth 
Jonss Janz, Bryn Tirion, Towyn, Merioneth July29 Robbins & Co, Stran4 
Kepatey, Eviza, Hoxton Augi Dunkerton & Son, Bedford row 
Larsam, Hewry, Wigan, Licensed Victualler July 23 Rowbottom & Milligan, Wigan 
Lez, Wi114m Heapert, Bengal, India Aug12 Reader & Co, Moorgate st 
Lerever, Mary Axw, Cassland rd, South Hackney Aug1 Randall & Son, Copthall bldgs 
Lewis, Axnz, Rudry, Glam, Innkeeper July 28 Thomas, Cardiff 
Lover, Joux, Boundaries rd, Balham Augi2 Bond, Lower James st, Golden aq 
Lovett, Susawwan, East Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester Aug 8 Sidebotham & 
Sid ‘hath ; M: Ir ont 
MoLaive, Jaues Repmayne, Marple,Chester Augi4 Rhodes & Dent, Manchester 
Masoyw, Evizasets, Hampsthwaite, York Augi Gill, Knaresborough 
Mason, Save, Braunston, Northampton, Farmer Aug12 Harding & Son, Birmingham 
Mivtetor, Right Hon Wit11am Viscount, Peperharow, Godalming, Surrey Aug 10 
Warrens, Gt Russell st 
Le Parourst, ExizaseTs Peter, Cromwell cres, South Kensington Aug12 Lawrence & 
Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Purpy, Ropert Taomas, Scarborough Aug 81 Hart, Scarborough 
Ramsay, Rosert Hamtutox, MD, Torquay July 27 Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 
Ricuarps, Mary, Holly Park rd, New Southgate July 28 Blake & Co, Serjeant’s inn 
Rose, Josepu Jonny, Knaresborough, House Furnisher Augi1 Gill, Knaresborough 
Rosentaat, Rev Mrionarn, Whitechapel Aug 1 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln's inn fields 
Szaman, Wittam Campsett, 8t Mark’s rd, North Kensington Aug 1 Greene & Underhill, 
Bedford row 
Saarcoot, Artnur Jonw, Anerley July 30 Edwin & Co, Trinity st, Southwark 
Sueann, Evtzasetu, Bedminster, Bristol Aug9 Brittan & Co, Bristol 
Sixciarm, Many, Ootacamund, Nilgiris, Southern India Aug 2 Walker, Quality ct, 
Chancery In 
Surrn,Ciement Mapsty, Torquay July 27 Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 
Surra, Wit.1aM, Morley, Yorke, Insurance Manager July 81 Wooler & Co, Leeds 
Svapex, Joux, Keighley, Yorks, Farmer Augi Weatherhead, Keighley 
Tayon, Rosert, Clifford cum Boston, Yorks, Yeoman Augi Gill, Knaresborough 
Travis, Joszra, Stretford, Commission Merchant Aug 10 J & E Whitworth, Man- 
chester 
Tvenee, Caantes Faepeniox, Filey av, Upper Clapton Aug? Kilner, Gt 8t Helens 





Nayxenvis, Ayw Sistey, Marazion, Cornwall Aug 4 Hill, Penzance 
Pz.t, Joun Groner, Eckington, Derby, Colliery Clerk Aug 1 Hall, Eckingtm, ar 
Sheffield 


Peery, Ext, Friern Park, North Finchley, Licensed Victualler Aug 16 Bowman & 
Hayward, Arundel st 

Rewwarps, Sanan, Cottingkam, Yorks Augi6é Oolbeck & Thompson, Hull 

Ricarpo, Moszs Isrart, Hatton gin Augl Lindo & Oo, West st, Finsbury cirous 
Sarcuant, Faepentox, Twickenham July 31 Haslip, Martin’s In 

Scuit, Rose, Willingdon, nr Eastbourne Aug 8 Bell & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Soort, Witt1am Gragam, Workington, Architect Augi9 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
Suzewoop, Cugistorues, Marton cum Grafton, Yorks July 16 Titley & Paver-Crow, 
Harrogate 

Sten, Manta Jane, North Britton Aug5 Robins m & Stannard, 

Sweerine, Mary Ays, Tuxford, Notts July $i Burke, Newark on Trent 

Tuomas, Hararet, Henbury, or Bristol Augi Metcalfe, Bristol 

Vaysow, Janz, Lockleys Welwjn, Herts Augi7 Sworder & Longmore, Hertford 

Wa exes, Carazaine, Cievelund 1d, South Woodford Aug6 Harvey & Green, Uxbridge 
Wairtow, Saxvat, Altrincham, Chester, Doctor July 31 Spencer & Co, Warrington 
Witxrxsox, Apam, Kingston upon Hall Augi6 Gale & Easton, Hull 


London Gasette,—Tunspar, July 9. 


Azustrone, Laxcetot, Weston super Mare, Surgeon Aug 17 Pothecary & Co, Gresham 
bidgs, Basinghall st 

Anyey, Exua, Brockhurst, Gosport, Hants Aug 12 Blake & Co, Portamouth 

Barry, Ape.arpe Saran, Courtfield gdns, 8 Kensingtm Aug 2 Hopgoods & Dowson, 
Spring gdns 

Bartiett, Mary Jaxx, Minster Lovell, Oxford Augi2 Walsh & Co, Carfax, Oxford 
Bexnetr, Tomas Janvis, Tunbridge Wells Sept 1 Hazel & Baines, Oxford 
Baomuzap, Sauvet Srowey, Anerley, Patent Agent Aug19 Beck, East India ay 
Corsorne, Taomas, Lansdown, nr Bath Aug?) Colborne, Newport, Mon 

Consisaiey, Wrii14M Hewry, Leytonstone AugS Calkin & Co, Stone bldgs, Lincoln's inn 
Oress, Ricnarp Newcovs, Leeds Aug 31 Cook & Fowler, Scarborough 

Daxtat, Evizasers, Harrogate Aug9 Bickers & Peters, Tadcaster 

Davies, Caruanina Marcaret Ann, Clifton, Bristol Aug $l Tanner & Clarke, Bristol 
Ex.u, Resecoa Catpo.sven, West Brighton Aug ié6 Wansey & Co, Mvorgate at 
Errs, James, Beulah hill, Upper Norwood, Merchant Oct 4 Turner & Sons, Leaden- 
hall st 

Forsrsr, Jans, Newcastle upon Tyne Augil0 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Gaeex, Epwarp, Oldham, Caretaker Aug5 Scholes & Farrington, Manchester 

Hows, Hexey Brows, Beal, Northumberland, Farmer Aug 8 Horsburgh & Brydon, 





West, Rey Avstiw, Shortlands, Kent Augi Greene & Underhill, Bedford row 
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Hoziza, Sir Hexzy Morracvz, KCB, North Audley st Aug 15 Russell & Co, 


Norfolk st, Strand 


Houmrnrey, Hexny, Dover, Tobacconist Augi5 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Jaueus, Epwarp Bosvitiz, Aston on Clun, Salop Aug 15 Wadeson & Malleson, 


Devonshire eq, Bishopsgate Without 


Kreett, Masia, B 








ford rd, C bury Aug 3l Bolton & Co, Temple gdns, Temple 
Kiapy, Herssrt, Knaresborough Sept 1 Kirby & Son, Knaresborough 


Kovon, Mary Acros, Church Stretton, Salop Aug 31 


Shropshire 


MacLxan, Euma, Coburg rd, Upper Teddington Aug2 Camp & Co, Bedford 14 
Pexruyy, Right Hon Grorcz Sxotto Gorpox, Baron, Bangor Aug 10 Hores & Co, 


Lincoln’s inn fields 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette-—Faipay, June 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. - 

Apranams, Isiporz, Spital eq, Indiarubber Merchant | 
High Court Pet May30 Ord June 25 

Apams, Gzorce Cuurcurs, Fishponds, a Hay Mer- | 
chant stol Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Bago, Enyest Wittiam, Bickerley, Ringwood, Hants, Coal 
Merchant Salisbury Pet June 12 Ord June 26 

Beasxz, Ipr1s, Pontygwaith, Glam,  ccaaeemaaes Ponty- 

Pet June 25 Ord June 


Reyyoips, Joux, Tredegar, 
Tredegar 


Jewry 
Potts & Potts, Broseley,| Warts, E.tzapern Saran, 
Bloomsbury 





— 


Watercourse Superintendent Aug 5 Shepard & Lewis, 


Scorr, Water, Exeter, Nurseryman Augé6 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 

Starter, Ricnarp, Cheltenham, Market Gardener Augi7 Earengey, Cheltenham 
Srvusss, Sorat, Brighton Aug10 Stubbs, John st, Bedford row 

Tvoxer, Lucy, 8t Saviour’s rd, Brixton hill Aug 5 Winterbotham, Frederick’s pl, Old 


Bournemouth Aug 9 Routh & Co, Southampton st, 


Waaver, Osep, Winford, Somerset, Farmer Aug 20 Light, Bristol 
Ware, Witt1am Epwarp, Guildford, Draper Aug6 Turner, Guildford 


Waiout, Betsy Ann, Carlisle Aug 20 Tyson & Hobson, Maryport 








| FIRST MEETINGS. 


| Apranams, Istpore, Spital sq, Indiarubber Merchant | 

July 9at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, word st 

| Attegsox, Faep, Rhodes, nr Manchester, Engraver July | 

9atli Of Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Brarp, Hararer, St narde, Sussex July 9at2 County | 

Court Office, 24, "Cambridge ra , Hastings 

| Baayssay, Joszrrnx, New rtley, ton July 11 at 11 

} Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

| Buarow, Hone Heata Bideford, Devon, Watchmaker 
July 10 at3 94, High st, ——— 

Canter, A A, Lyneroft, ns, West Hampstead July 9 at 
12 Bankruptcy b st 


Beiecuner, Witwiam, Gleneagle ‘t, Streatham High | oa Joun ae Dronfield Woodhouse, Derby, 
u 


Pet June 26 Ord June 26 


blican July 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Biaxp, W M, Bishopston, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet | | Corram, CHARLES Bravsont, Ludlow, Balop, Solicitor 


June 12 Ord June 25 
Boventox, Atioz, Weston super Mare, Somerset, Hotel 
Bridgwater Pet June8 Ord June 24 
Bowiser, Curistornes, Liandrindod Wells, Radnor, 
Printer Leominster Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Baapssaw, Faepenick Joun, Teddington, Grocer Kingston, 
Pet June 26 Ord June 28 


Beavenss, Joszru, New Wortley, Leeds Leeds Pet June | 
26 


June 26 
Canter, A of: Lyncroft gine, 
Court 


— Hampstead High 
Pet June7 O 


June 2 


Jaly 9at8 4, Corn eq, Leominste: 
Davis, D ALBERT, EI , Holborn, "Bolicitor July 11 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Ca 


rey 8 
| Davison, Witi1am, South Moor, Durham, Den r Jae 6 


| Dixon, Ricwarp, Dar ington, 
| Rec, 8, Al 


atll Off Rec, ’30 Mosley st, Ne' 
Labourer July Dat rT off 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Domvitz, Heyer Koosex, Tunbridge Wells, Licensed 


Victualler July 8 at 11.30 C J Parris, 67, High st, |. 


Tunbridge Wells 


| Eastwoop, Josepn Beaumont, Harrogate, Cattle Dealer 


Cuester, ALFRED ae Lincs, Baker Boston Pet | 


June% Ord Jun 


Cen Senne Hereford, Innkeeper Hereford | 
Pet 


24 Ord June 24 
Corram, Cuaries Beavumort, Steventon, Ludlow, Solicitor | 
Leominster Pet May10 Ord June 1 
Curnsert, Hexry Pierce, Croydon, Medical Practitioner 
Wag Pet May 25 Ord June 25 
Mary Rass#veicn, 
AMV ictuailer Piymouth Pet June 26 Ord 
Davizs, D Asset, Ely p!, Holborn, Solicitor High ¢ Court 
Pet May 30 > June 25 
Davies, Strruex, Dinas Cross, ae Blackamith 
Carmarthen Pet. Jane 28. Ord J 
Davis, James, Eastbourne, Fancy + me Dealer Lewes 
Pet June 11 Ord June 25 
Do.tox, Georce Hersert, Dover, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Pet June 24 Ord June % 
Eastwoop, Joszrn Bravmort, Harrogate, Cattle Dealer 
York PetJune7 Ord June 2% 
Gazes, Haury, Hanley rd, Horneey, Piano Wire Maker 
High Court Pet May 29 Ord June 25 
Guuuick, Fraxcis Grorcr, Streatham a Streatham 
Wandsworth Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Harrisos, Wittram Mrtsom, = Grocer’s Assistant 
Bath Pet June 25 June 
Hartiey, Sauce. aS ll Painter Newcastle 
on Pet June 2% Ord June 24 
Hrronrxs, D, Toaaton Heath, Builder Croydon Pet May 
= hg A L. Beeston, Leeds, Manti 
ss ALTER LAWRENCE, e 
Leeds Pet June % Ord June % 
Hour, og name Wellingore, Lincs, Licensed Victualler | 
Boston Pet June 24 Ord June 24 
Jowstr, Josuva, in Fi 
Furness Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


Pet June8 Ord June 26 


chmbrs, 
Tengees,* Haray Geonror, Knightebridge High Court Pet | | mennanuane, Heyer Joux, Ashford, 


May 80 Ord June 26 


Devonport, —— } 





| 


tm hag at 3 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 


or 

Eomoxps, Ricnarp, Gt Yarmouth, Painter July 6 at 12 
Off Rec, 8, eo. Norwich 

Evans, Harry, a, Leicester July 6 at 11 Off 
Rec, 47, Full st, 

| Guanozs, Davin, Bodenham, Hereford, Farmer July 9 at 
8.30 4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Gregy, Haray, Ha rd, Hornsey, Piano Wire Maker 
July 10 at11 Ban! ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Harrier, Samvet, Stanley, Durham, Painter July 6 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Ho.tpsworts, Water Lawpence, Leeds ~ Dealer 
July 10at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Ixcuamu, Tuomas, Holywell, Flint, Chemical Manetecterw 
July 10 at 12 Crypt chmb: rs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Ivesox, Eowarp, Leven, Yorks, Farmer July 10 at 11.30 
Off Rec, York City Bank aoe, jonni, Hull 

Jupsox, Fano, — ae = Nurseryman July 10 
at 11 ork City faa chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

Laveator, aot, and Samur. Laveaton, Kingston eo 

ull, Carting Contractors July € at 11.80 Off 

York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

Lomparpini, ALrrep GarIBatpt, Newton Abbot, Devon, 
| ed Dealer July 9 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 


Exe’ 
awry Winssax Atraep, Southampton, Cycle Maker July 
8 at Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 


Saiinaaten 
Payrxz, Tnomas, Cheslyn Hay, nr Walsall, Gardener July 
12at 11 Off Rec, Wolverham 
Punees Humparry Crossmaw, East Southsea, Hants, 
uilder July 9at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High 
m= Portemouth 


| Prva, Wi.uiam, Leicester, Accountant July 8 at 12 


ge at, 


b By Leicester 
borne, Dorset, Coal Merchant Poole | Rezs, Davip Trefriw, Carnarvon July 8 at 12 Crypt | 


ate row, Chester 
Middlesex, Builder 
July 10 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 


ey Fareprick, Ipswich, Milk Dealer Ipswich Pet — 8 ag CHARLES, Paigaton, Devon July 11 at 
Ord June 26 


June 26 
Looas, Staxtey W, a Bedford pl High Court Pet 
June5 Ord June 
Lomparpis1, ALrrep - Newton Abbot, Devon, 
Boot Exeter Pet June 22 Ord Jane 22 
Mi.tox caoeee Swen, Hi pa Somerset, Grocer 


3 ae ~ & ooae, Cycle Maker 
Norce ILLIAM RED, Bow a, 
Pet June 2 Ord June 


Pacr, Exizanetu, Kettering a an ding Boot Manu- 
tuebuser Northampton Pet May 31 Ord June %4 
re Crosemas, Southsea, Hants, 

Sasas Hows Pet June 25 en al Clerk 

Pivmeme, James warp, Kingston upon Hol 

Kingston upon H Pet June % Ord June 

Siursoxs, Jonx, Pomp Head, Penrith, Cumberland, 
Carlisle Pet June19 Ord June 2%4 


Rosext Mo.zsworrn, Penzance, Coachbuilder 
Truro Pet June2% Ord June 24 
Tova, = Devon, Builder Exeter Pet June 
oy) 
Tvros, Gzoncz Epwanrp, Hotham, Yorks, Farmer 
et Jane % Ord June 25 


22 
Wiuas, 4 Queen’s rd, amma Draper High | 


| 


Come, SE? , B = June 2 - 
¥ NEST ae +e tussex, Baker astings 
Pe June ll 





ff Rec, 7, Buckland terr, Plymouw 
ee, ALraep, Macclesfield, Silk Manufacturer 
July 9at1i Off Rec, 23 (od Penrth, Gumberead, 
Smupsox, Jonx, Plumpton Hi 
Farmer July 8 at 12 4, Fisher at st, Ca 
Surru, Watxwaicut, Kippax, Y ks, “Grocer’s Assistant 
Bond ¢ weet, Wr 


July Satil Off Rec, 6 akefield 
wero Josera Southend on Bea, Gab Proprietor July 
Bankru Ay + kL 
Tse, “Jon, Colyton, uilder July 9 at 10.30 Off 
Tv 5 of creas, Htor Lyne, Lanes, B 
sen, ames Moss under Lyne, BE 
Merchant July Gatll Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


WE.isrexp, a James, Stamshaw, Portemouth, Job- 
master July9 at 12 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 
Portamouth. 


Wiuiams, Ricnarp, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Draper July 
10atil Bankru bidgs, Carey st 
Youne, Exnzst Jauns, Rye, juseex, Baker July 9 at 2.30 
County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apams, Gzornce Cavrcues, Fishponds, Daan, Hay Mer- | 
chant Bristol Pet June 25 Ord Jane 
Beasts, Ipnzis, ay oye Glam, water Painter | 
Pon Pet June 25 Ord June 
angizt, 8t yy Hastings Pet 
Ord June 2% 


Betscuver, Witiam, Gleneagle ri, Streatham High 
Court Pet June 26 Ord June 26 ie 


Beagp, 
Ma 


| Bow ter, Caristorxer, Liandrindod Wells, Printer Leo- 

minster Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

| Brapsuaw, Frepericx Joan, peaemaien, Grocer Kingston, 
Surrey Pet June 26 Ord June 2 

| Brarsuay, Joszrx, New Wortley, a Leeds Pet June 
26 Ord June 26 

| Cuesrer, ALFrrep, Boston, Lincs, Baker Boston Pet June 
24 Ord June 24 


Craexe, ALpert Epwarp, and Hewry Attwoop, Hulme, 
Manchester, Bread Bakers Manchester Pet June 7 


Ord June 25 

Coiiivs, ELIzaBera, ao, spnnteet, Innkeeper Hereford 
Pet June 24 Ord June 2 

DaMerELL, Mary eccmen. Devonport, br eae 


Victualler Plymouth Pet June 26 Ord Jun 

Davies, SterHen, Dinas Cross, Pembroke, Blacksmith 
Carmarthen Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Dottrox, George Heasert, Dover, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Favauempercuz, Nestor Ferpinanp Lovis Josepa, 
Exeter st, Covent Garden, Florist High Court Pet 
May 23 Ord June 24 

Ferovussox, Witu1a4m Jonny, St Ann’s rd, Brixton, Cupeny 
Promoter High Court Pet June4 Ord June 26 

Finny, Vincent Josepu, and Eowuxp Franois Fixyey, 
Sutton Court rd, Chiswick, —— Warehousemen 
High Court Pet June 12’ Ord June 26 

Gitpert, Hersert Joan, Priory rd, anew, Builder 
High Court PetMay 28 Ord June 26 

Granoer, Davip, Bankside, = pt preeees, Farmer 
Leominster Pet May 2 Ord June 

Haeeison, Witi1am Mirsom, Bath, , a s Assistant 
Bath Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Harriey, Samvet, Stanley, on pute Newcastle 
om Tyne Pet June 24 Ord June 2 

Hi, 1L1L14M Horatio Puatip, Coalville, Leicester, 
Grocer Leicester Pet May 29 Ord June 25 

Hoipsworta, WALTER eo. seem, Mantle Dealer 
Leeds Pet June 24 Ord June 2 

Ho.iims, Witi1am, Wellingore, el Licensed Victualler 
Boston Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

a Wituiam, Harrogate York Pet May 31 Ord 

une 

Krex, Mary AcGwyes, Choriton on Medlosk, Manchester 
Manchester Pet May 1 Ord June 24 

Looxuart, Frepriok, Ipswich, Milk Desler Ipswich Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

Lomparpini, Atraep Garinatp1, Newton Abbot, Devon, 
Boot Dealer Exeter Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Noyce, Wiii1am Atrrep, Southampton, Cycle Maker 
Svuthampton Pet J une 24 Ord June 24 

renee Humpaeey Crossman, East ~—p—y Hants, 

uilder Portamouth Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

a. James Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 24 Ord June 4 

Simpson, Jonx, Penrith, Cumberland, Farmer Carlisle 
Pet June 19 Ord June 25 

StipBarps, Josrrn, Southend on Sea, Cab Proprietor High 

sourt ' Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Sunter, ALBERT, , nr Stockton on Tees, Inn- 
keeper Northallerton Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Tuomas, Ropert Motesworta, Penzance, Cornwall, Coach- 
bnilder Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Tus, Joux, Colyton, Devon, Builder Exeter Pet June 24 
Ord June 24 

Tutox, Gzoraz Epwarp, foe, Yorks, Farmer 
Sheffield PetJune25 Ord J 

Wiese, Ricsarp, Queen's rd, _ * Draper High 

Court’ Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 31: 


Muyenzs, Joszru, Cheetham, Manchester, Tailor Salford 
Pet May 27 Ord May a7 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Tuomrpson, Pracy am, Hazeldean, Hersham, Surrey, 
Market Gardener Kingston, Surrey Adjud Jan 14 
Annul June 19 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 2. 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 


Anprzws, Anrnur Grorcs, Haughley, Suffolk, Builder 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet June 2s Ord June 23 

Bazzow, Herpert Joux, Devonshire st, Portland pl, 
Surgical Home Proprietor High Court Pet June 27 
Ord June 27 

Cuxcxetts, Watter, Walsall, Stonemason Walsall Pet 
June 10 Ord June 22 

Cuxzesum, Tuomas Joszrn, and Grorcr Mixis, Hastings, 
Shop Fitters Hastings Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Coven, Witiitam Jonny, Anerley, Surrey Croydon Pet 
June 27 Ord June 27 

Datroy, ee South Wigston, Sateasn, Boot Maker 
Leicester Pet June 28 Ord June 

Desiey, Joun Ricuarp, and James an Kesrerron, 
~y _ -. Sea, Auctioneers Chelmsford Pet June 4 

une 2 





| Bovixapox, Faepraicx Coansiivs, High st 
Provision Mer igh Court yey 11 Ord 


June 25 


Domvitz, Henry Koossy, Tunbridge Wells, Licensed 
Victualler Tunbridge Welle Pet June 1 Ord June 20 


<> i, Siete patente, 
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Goap, Psrcy Wriuiam, Sloane st, ae Goldsmith 
High Court Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

GooprNovGH, ALFRED, Dover, Temperance Hotel Proprietor 
Canterbury Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Gray, GzonGe, Binfield rd, Stockwell, Ironmonger High 
Court Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Haxcock, Winirrep, Sheffield, Licensed Victualier Sheffield 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Hemminas, Davin, —_ Beerhouse Keeper Dudley Pet 
June 27 Ord 

Jounson, Jonx Yeune, Shetteld, Fruit Merchant Sheffield 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Jonns, AnTHUR ARNOLD, Sanderstead, Surrey, Commercial 
Traveller C on Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Juses, Watter Henry, H M Prison, Portland, Dorset, 
Assistant Overseer Swindon PetJune4 Ord June 25 

Kiexuam, ALbert Emanvet, Hanley, Saddler Hanley Pet 
June5 Ord June 21 

Mason, Gzoraz Hewry, Trentham st, Southfields High 
Court Pet April3 Ord June 26 

Morrisos, Witu1am Epwarp, Chipping Norton, Oxford, 
Cycle Engineer Oxford Pet June 28 Ord June 2 

Paary, Fraepericx Wi1114m, Pontmewynydd, Mcn, Builder 
Newport, Mon Pet June 2% Ord June 25 

Parsons, Hersert Giapstone, Stanground, Peterborough 
Northampton, Leather Merchant King’s Lynn et 
June 27 Ord June 27 

Payxtixc, Winttam, Warwick, Stone Mason Warwick 
Pet June 27 Ord June 2 

PaironarD, SamvEt Casem, Handsworth, Commission 
Agent Birmingham Pet June 28 Ord Tune 28 

Sanperson, Maurice, Stannington, nr Sheffield, Farmer 
Sheffield Pet June27 Ord June 27 

SLATTERY, JEREMIAB, St BiekC. 8 8q, Bayswater, eats 
house Proprietor Court Pet May 2% O 

27 


June 

Surrn, Jonn Epwarp, Atherton, Lancs, Pork Butcher 
Bolton Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Surru, Samvuet, Barton Hill, Bristol, Boot Repairer Bristol 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Soaxes, Eryest V, Malwood rd, Balham hill, Stockbroker 
High Court Pet June 8 Ord June 27 

Starkey, Leveson, & Cooxe, Threadneedle st, Stock- 
brokers High Court Pet June 10 Ord June 27 

Sronz, Water Henay, Winchmore Gill, Butcher's 
Assistant Edmonton Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Syaes, Witt1am Jony, Aberbargoed, Mon, Shoemaker 

redegar Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Wetts, Saran Jane, Chorley, Lancs, Gr cer Bolton Pet 
Junel Ord June 26 

Weston, Grorer, Reading, Licensed Victualler Reading 
Pet June26 Ord June 26 

Warr, Wittiam R, Barking rd, Butcher High Court 
Pet Juned Ord June 27 

Wrew, Joun, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Builder Cocker- 
mouth Pet June37 Ord June 27 

Wrver, Apranam, Bolton, Tailor Bolton Pet June 26 
Ord June 26 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apams, Grorcz Cuurcues, Firhponds, Bristol, Hay 
Merchant July 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Balwin st, 
Bristol 

Baao, Eaxest Witi1am, Bickerley, Ringwood, Hanta, Coal 
Merchant July 11 at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine 
st, Salisbury 

Barrow, Herpgrt Jounx, Devonshire st, Portland pl, 
Surgical Home Proprietor July 10 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Beasxe, Ipais, Pontygwaith, Glam, Master Painter July 11 
at 10.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Brisonner, Wii11am, Gleneagle 1d, Streatham July 12 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Birxs, Atpert, and Bernarp Inexir, Stoke wu Trent, 
Builders July 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 

taffs 

Biaoxsury, Ricwarp Surcuirre, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, 
Electrical Engineer July 10 at 330 Off Ree, 14, 
Chapel st, Preston 

Boveuton, ALIC 8, Weston super Mare, Hotel Proprietress 
July 10at12.15 Of Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Bow er, CarisToraEr, Llandrindod Wells, Radnor, Printer 
July 10 at 2.30 4, Corn eq, Leominster 

eee JW, Wimbledon, Builder July 10 at 12 132, 

York rd, Westminster Brid 

CLaRKr, ALBERT Epwasp, an ‘eer ALLwoop, Hulme, 
Manchester, Bread Bakers July 10 at 3 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

Crow, ExizaseTu, and Jaxz Crow. Blackpool, Ladies’ 
Outfitters July 12at3 Off Rec, 14. Chapel st, Preston 

CrystaL, Morais, Liverpool, ( ‘abinet Maker July 11 at 12 

Rec, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Davies, SrTeraey, Dinas Cross, Pembroke, Blacksmith 
July 10 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Davis, James, Eastbourne, 7 Goods Dealer July 17 at 
2 County Court Office High st, Lewes 

Dearpew, WILLIAM, Burnley, Confectioner July 10 at 8 
Off Reo, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Der.ey, Jouw Bicuarp, and James Henry Kesrerron, 
Southend on Sea, Auctioneers July 10 at 12 The 
Institute, Clarence rd, Southend on Sea, Essex 

E..is, Samuet, Bargate, Gt Grimsby, Timber Merchant 
July 10atil O Ree, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

E.paick, Gzoror, High ‘Wincobank Sheffield, Engineer 
July 11 at 11,30 Off Reo, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Gray, Groner, Binfield rd, Stockwell, Ironmonger July 
16at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 

GoLuick, Faancis Gzorer, Streatham hill, Streatham July 
12 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Hanuisow, Wru11am Mixsom, Bath, Grocer’s Assistant July 
10 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Heuutxos, Davin, Tipton, Staffs, Beerhouse Keeper July 
12 at 10.30 Off , 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Hitt, Heaserr Epaunp, Burnage, Lancs, Waterpro \f 
Manufacturer's Manager July 11 at 11 Off Reo, 
Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, port 

Hous, Tuomas Epwix Plymouth, Picture Frame Dealer 
July 12at 11 Off Reo, 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Jouns, Racugt, Tredegar, , Greengrocer we 10 at 
12 Off Reo, 144, Camunevial oh, Houpert, 2 





Kixe, : imborne, Dorset, Coal Merchant J: 
_, Sean W: x Bon, p july 
Lampson, Harry Gzorae, Knightsbridge July 15 at 12 


Loeax, Staxiey a Upper Bedford pl July 15 at ll 


Masox, Sones Heway, Trentham st, Southfields July 16 
u at ll lL — wt st Rod 
‘uURPHY, Jon waston, Derby, Packing 
Mant ‘Faly 10 at 3 tS 
Paes, Evizasern, 
ON io at Ik O8 Bene a ioe 


am 
Pxanman, Antuun, Tewkesbury, Painter July 11 at 2.30 
Hop Pole Hotel, Tew 
op kesbury Hull, 


Piummer, James Epwarp, Ki upon 
July 11 at 11 Off Bec, York ity Bank chmbrs, Low- 
Solicitor 


gate, Hull 
DGERS, 
July ‘0 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, 71a. Be Bldgs, Brighton 


Reotratp Artuurn, Hove, 
——s rahmnocl Broo! ‘ands- 
” July 10 at 11 182, 


York rd, Wi 
Simpson, Rosert Avian, Burnley, ‘'~—— 
ke July 10 at 8.15 Off Reo, 14, st, Preston 
Siatrery, Jenzmian, 8t Stephen’s sq, Bayswater, Board- 
ing House Proprietor July li at? Bankruptoy bidge, 


Suita, Joux Epwarp, yr Pork Butcher July 10 at 
3.80 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Surtu, Samvet, Barton Hill, Bristol, Boot 
10 at 12 Of Reo, 26, Baldwin Bristol 

Soanzs, Ervest V, Malwood 
July 12 at 11 bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 

Sraexey, Leveson,{& Cooxe, st, Stockbrokers 
July 11 at 11 ru 

Sunrer, Atzeret, Redma nr stockton on 
eae ar§ July 11 at li Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 


Taonas, Reount Mo.esworts, Penzance, Coachbuilder 
July 10 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Werstox Grorae, Reading, Licensed Victualler July 11 at 
12 Queen’s 

Wuirtz, Wits R, Marking rd, Butcher July 12 at 12 
Bankru 


ptcy bldgs, 

WIGGLEsworts, Groner, ‘orth, Lancs, Confectioner 
July 12 at 3,15 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Wu: =a WHITTENBURY Wares, Reading, Engineer 
July 10at3 14, Bedford row 

WItuIaMsox, Many Epira, ont, Chester, Engineer 
July 11 at 11,30 Off Rec, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

a Bolton, Tailor * July 10at3 19, Exchange 
st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axprews, Artuur Grorce ley, one, Builder 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet June uf Oa 
Bago, Kexzst Wittiam, Bickerley. Pita Hants, 
Coal Merchant Salisbur. Pet 9 June 12 Ord June 27 
Barrow, Heapert Jouy, st, Portland pl, 
: Home Proprietor High Court Pet June 27 


June 27 
Benve.., Georcs, Datchet, Bucks Kingston Pet May 25 
Ord June 27 


Buiacksury, Ricnarp Surciivrsz, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, 
Electrica! Engi Burnley Pet June 4 Jed 3 June 28 

eer Ww, o imbledon, Builder Kingston Pet May 

e) 


CHECKETTS, Wasene, Walsall, Stonemaron Walsall Pet 
June 10 Ord June 27 
Curssum. ore Joszrn, and Gzoscr oy Hastings, 
Hi Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
CorpgLL, Boozer, and Joun Corps.t, Shrewsbury, Hotel 
Keepers Shrewsbury Pet Ma May 18 Ord June 29 
oes,’ Hasrey ee Se, al Miner Leeds Pet 
une 27 
Crow, E Evizapets, and Janz Crow, Blackpool, Outfitters 
Preston Pet May 11 Ord June 29 
Datrtos, Atrazp, South , Leicester, Boot Maker 
Leicester Pet June 28 June 28 
Drienton, Jonw Wiiam, Halifax, Yorks, Printer 
Halifax Pet Junel4 Ord June 28 
Easrwoop, Josspx Bravmont, om, Cattle Dealer 
York PetJune7 Ord June 
Goap, Percy Witi1aM nn a st, see, Goldsmith 
High Court Pet June 29 Ord June 
Gooprxover, Atrrep, Dover, Tempe: + Hotel Pro- 
prietor Canterbury Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Hancock, WIunirrep, Licensed Victualler 
Sheffield Pet June27 Ord June 27 
Hemaines, a Tipton, Beerhouse Keeper Dadley 
= even S a a June mens 
ERBERT, JouN Hopes, Merton, Surrey, er Croydon 
Pet March 23 Ord June 27 
ca, Joun ren a Fruit Merchant Sheffield 
Pet June 28 Ord Jun 
Jonzs, ABTHUR ARNOLD, Banderstend, Su rey, 
Traveller Pet June 27 Ord Juse 27 
Kine, 5 take , Coal Merchant Poole 
Pet June 8’ Ord June 


Monsng a Outord Pat June $8. Ord Fane a 2 


Parry, Faspexiox Wi1114M, an, Semper revee 
N Mon Pet June25 Ord June a 


Ord Fue Say, Stepney High 
Paruz bog Rn or Waleall .Gardener Wal- 
eall Pet June 18 oe ord a Funes 


PayntTixe, y See, See crwick, Marble Mason Warwick 
Pet J June 27 
shay Seevev. Pembridgesq High Court Pet May 
SanpeRson, Msvaice ton, = Farmer 
x . en, Seantagten, Sheffield, 


n= BERT Epo. 
Pet 7S 


Joux od RD Pork Butcher 
eure suion Pet June 24 Aunerton, Lanes, 
Og, See, RENE, ee Bristol Pet June 29 


Sroxr, Wattsr Hexay, Wade's Hill, Winchmore ™ 
a Assistant Edmonton Pet June 27 
une 








Wi A 
Syrxzs, hag ees, See, Mn, Shoemaker 
Wanrrnx Sidmouth, Devon, Farmer Exeter 


Wares, Groncz Epwanp, Cheriton Canterbury Pet 
June 10 Ord June 22 

pe Pet June 26 Ord June's bs 

une 26 
Rev Gzornoz Anruavus, Bow Brickhill “Rectory, 
Pet Jan 15 Ord June 2% 

Wren, Joux, Cockermouth, berlund, Builder Working- 

ton Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


Wrge, Asasaae, Sam, Bolton PetJune26 Ord 


Dak iain tenet Sussex, Baker Hastings Pet 
Janell Ord June Fa 


ses Pa sn kM ~ } —~_ ~repeneaiahee 
London Gazette of June 21 


“in upon Hull Pet May 90 ul, Furiter 


London Gasette.—Faipar, July 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Merchants 
at "Ord ajay és Bros 
Ashton under 
York Pet July 2 


Woes 


ee as 
Court 


Dawes, Hernszat Groros, Petersfield, Hants, Baker 


Portsmouth Pet July 1 Ord J 
Drom. irene Butcher Brad. 
Whoforton ford Bishop, 


Batt erctord Warwick Pet April 12 Ord July 1 
Fereens, Riowagp "Pet July 8 —— = pnee, “andeworth 
Sr ‘Ord Jules Heckmondwike, Yorks Dewsbury Pet 
Gorruah,Laxwaui Vicwos, Reding, Decorator Reading 
Garey, Wnasam Assens A.raep, Gt Yarmouth, Painter Gt Yar- 
mouth Ret July 8 Ged July 9 
Pet July1 Ord July 7 


ee reed Plymouth, Draper 


Hourson, Joun ari wi Sar Guild- 
ford Pet March 11 *Ond Daly PUTT 9 
Jacour, Joux Henry, Bowling, 

Victualler Bradford Pet July 3 Ton salt 8 





Jurraizs, Wituiam Cmanw' » Glos, 
alte Pet June 21" Ord July 1 

Jonzs, Joux, Haverfordwest, Pembroke Dock 
J ae ner A Tobacconist Pontypridd Pet 
OSEPH, 

igs § Ged Jui 3 hyr Tydfil, Haulier 

|AVID, . 

Merthyr Lng + A Ord July 2 
Loseeer Pee July 3 Gen Fa 3 
ot Pet Dance, aay Trent, Pork Butcher 


Le erie yf Pet July 2 SraJaly3 
yD, Lawis Harrington mans, Shaftesbury av 
Court Pet 10 Ord July 3 
2 tM. uly Sand Merchant 


Lvoxm, Groner, New . 
Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Mis, RY, and y Joszru Powe.t, Yuismed 

Glam, Builders ?. Pet Jul Ord a July a 
Morx, Ord July 3 Paper st, Furrier High Court - 1 
Moroax ch, Gi th, 

Labourer rv Aberivon "Pot July 2 Ord July 2 
Brnpotae, Vingesn Se — Ulverston, Lancs, Tea Dealer 

Commercial 2 hake, * High Court 
te Be July " : 
‘une 


Norra Witt .- 44 and Grornes ALssat Norrs- 
oo Devon, Builders Exeter Pet June 29 


Norrsoves, ecient RT, 
Printer High Court Ape July Ord July 
Ouivea, Tuomas, Groveburst, 
Brickfield Foreman Dochtater Pets 3 uly 9. Ord July 8 
Onanor, Jonyx, Hucknall Pee om, Saee Notting- 
ham Pet July 8 Ord 
Paces, Wuuasn Herayr, ae Coal Merchant 
> ones Pet June 17 Ord July 3 Tydfil, 
Mi herthye Tyaah’ Pet July 3 Ord July — 
Tydfil Pet July? Ord July 2 
AgTuus rd, Hornsey, Builder 








ee 


Foun ng oT iene Toone = ne, 
Hot June 
nm, ow rf Ord July 1 

Paorsart, Swansea, Boot Maker Swan- 





vA Girmingaum Teg ialy? Ord dur Birmingham, Brassfounder 
gy 3 ay July 2 

Ww" Serhant Bingen ton fai mt 2 oa 

wait Eooas Gees, Meet, Journalist Brentford 
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Wausiey, Tuomas eames Lancs Blackburn Pet 


Jaly2 Ord Jul 

Warnes, Jostau, Iethlingborough Northampton, Butcher 
Northampton Pet June8 Ord June 24 

bebe wy ts ~ Cleethorpes, Joiner Gt Grimsby Pet July 
1 1 


y 
Woop, Nicnoras J, a Hotel, Strand High Court 
Pet May2 Ord July 1 
Woop, Witrti1am, Wiswell, or . Lanes, Farmer 
Blackburn Pet July2 Ord July 
Woopter, Wittas J. Bedford Park, Chiswick Brentford 
Pet April i8 Ord June 28 
led notice substituted for that —— in 
the London Gazette of April 39 
Ricwarpsos, Atrarp Cuarces Tom, Birmingham, Auc 
tioneer ingham Pct Aprilil Ord April 24 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atpersoy, Grorar, Middlesbrough, Boot Dealer July 16 
at1l Off Rec, 8, Albert ri, Middlesbrough 

a & Co, A E, King st, Cheapside, Merchants July 16 at 

Bankruptcy biegs, Carey st 

pees Samui, Porthcawl, Glam, Mason July 17 at 3.30 
Off Ree, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Boppy, Ruopa, ‘darrogate, Costumier iw A 18 at2.45 Off 

ec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, Yor 

Burrow, Gorpox, Drapers _— red + Rab nn July 15 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Capiz, Epwarp, Cardiff, Dock Labourer July 17 at 12 Off 
Reo, 117, *t Mary st. Cardiff 

Curcketts, Waren, Walsall, Stonemason July 15 at 11.30 
Off . ec, Wolverhampton 

Cuestee, Atraep, Boston, Lincs, Baker July 18 at 12.30 
Of , 4, and 6, West st, Boston 

Datrox, ALraep, South Wi n, kalanane, Boot Maker 
July 15 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Dameazett, Mary Rasuweiou, Devonport, Licensed 
Victualler July 15 at 11 Off Rec, 7, Buckland terr, 
Plymouth 

Dottox, Grorczt Hensert, Dover, Licensed Victualler 
July 18 at10 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, feng # 

ae ARTHUR, Manningham, "Bradford, Butcher July 16 
at3 Off Rec, 29, Manor row, Bradford 

Goan, Pzacr Wit LIAM, Sloane st, Chelsea,Goldsmith Jaly 
17.at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Goopsyoves, A.razp, Dover, Temperance Hotel Pro- 
prietor July 13 at 10.15 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, 


Haxcock, Wixiraep, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler July 
17 at12 Off Rec, Fi in, Sheffield 

Houwurs, Wiiuiam, Wellinggore, Lines, Licensed Victualler 
July 18 at 12 Off Rec, 4and 6, West st, Boston 

Jacornr, Joux Henny, Bowling, Bradford, Licensed Victu- 
aller Julyi7at3 Off ec, 29, Manor row, Bradford 

Jonzs, Arthur Davin, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Grocer July 
l7at3 Off Reo, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Kiexnam, ALBERT Euaxvrt, Hanley. Saddler July 13 at 
11.30 Off st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Looxuast, Passemox, pewich, Milk Dealer July 17 at 2 
Off Reo, 26, , Princes at, Ipswich 

Loeoxix, Groner, New Shoreham, Sussex, Sand Merchant 
July 18 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Ipswich 

Mork, ee st, Furrier ‘July 15at2.30 Bankruptcy 


Noatuover, 1LL1AM ALBERT Hampstead 
r July 17 at 12 ~ — 43 Carey st 
ee Wiis Herry, auiee rester, Goal Merchan erchant July 15 
* il, i) st 
Seen Herpert GLapstore, poy Peterborough 
Lauber Merchant July 18 at 10.15 Court house, 


King’s Lynn 
Parstixe, Witt1au, Warwick, Stonemason July 15 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, High st, Se. Mt 
ae Joux, Blackburn, Assistant Schoolmaster July 16 | 
at 3 ‘Off Reo, 14, pel st, Preston 
=, ArgTsva Faxpenicr, Raleigh rd, Hornsey, Builder 
y 15 at 12 Btanningt g*, 
Sanperson, Maveioz, vo, at Ghefiel, Farmer | 
July 17 at 12 30 On Ree. Figtree In, Sheftie 
, Joseru, Hyde, Cheshire, Better July 15 
Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Sromz, Warez Hewry, Wades Hill, Winchmore Hill, 
e Assistant July 13at11 14, Bedford row 
Srosey, dean, Ryde, I of W, Lauther | 
at 1 Off Rec, 334, Holyrood st, 
te hm ag Fg of oT ot We Fiske 
Jaly 36 at 1.30 Off Reo, 88a, Holyrood st, i Neerek 





“To w uly 15 


nge st, 


ff Rec, 68a, Castle st, Cante 
Woo, Nicuoias J, Griety Hotel, migtrand July 15 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


at 2.45 Court House, Cockermouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Acpgsson, Groner, Middlesbrough, Boot Dealer Middles- 
brough Pet May 11 Ord July 2 
Bakes, Groros Ponsrorp, —— mans, Kilburn High 
Court Pet May 15 Ord July 
Bean, Jou, ran, Cheater. Carrier Ashton under 


Lyne Pet Jul Ord July 2 
Bees —* , Costumier York Pet July 2 
Oo: uy2 


Boorman, “a Bournem>u'h High Court Pet May 9 
8) uly 2 

Boveutox, Atics, Weston super Mare, Hotel Proprie‘ress 
Brid, Lae Pet June 8 Ord July 3 

Cosme, - Joux, Anerley Croydon Pet June 27 


mR... , Grorge, Pare, Hants, Baker 
Portsmouth Pet July 1 Ord Jul 

Dyeos, Arraur, Manningham, Bradford, Butcher Brad- 
ford Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Emenson, Witttam, Oakham, Rutland, Builder Leices‘er 
Pet June i4 Ord July 3 

Faameey, CuarLes roe suet st, Red Lion st High 
Court Pet April27 Ord Jal 

Ferrers, Ricuasp Faro Suakesrnans, Handsworth 
Birmingham Pet July3 Ord July 3 

GostaGs, LLewe irs Victor, 
Pet July1 Ord July 1 

Gray, Groner, Binfield rd, Ty Ironmonger High 
Court Pet June27 Ord J 

Greex, Wiitiam ALFRep, ot , Painter Gt 
Yarmouth Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Harner, Hesay a, Coventry, Plumber Coventry 
Pet July1 Ord July1 

Inouam, Tuomas, Holywell Flint, Chemical Manufacturer 
Chester Pet March 21 Ord July 3 

Inecram, Witttam Crospy, Boston, Lincs Boston Pet | 
March 28 Ord Joly z 





, Decorator Reading 


tualler Bradford Pet July3 Ord July 3 

Joxzs, Harry , Walsall, Tailor Walsall Pet 
June 10 Ord June 25 

Joxzs, Jouy, ee, Butcher Pembroke Dock 


Pet July2 Ord Ju aly 8 
om =’ ~ Pont d, Tobacconist Pontypridd Pet 
y yl 

Lewis, Daviv, Pentrebach, Merthyr sem, Haulier | 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet July2 Ord Jaly 2 

Zeusneutaks ERCIVAL, Spey School Teacher Dewe- | 
bury Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Lowe, Atrrep Bexsamix, Burton on Trent, Pork Butcher | 
Burton on Trent Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Lvoxix, Gronez, New Shoreham, Sussex, Sand Merchant 
Brighton Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Mitis, Hevey, and Heyry Joseru Saya” Ynismedw, 

Builders Neath Pet July1 Ord J 
Morcawns, Toomas, , Gl a diam, Labourer 





a Neath Pet July2 Ord July 2 


Niocnoras, Wittiam Caarces, Ulvers Lancs, Tea 
Dealer Barrow in Furness Pet Salt 1’ Ord July1 
Norgtrsoorg, Wituiam Jons, and George Atsert Norrs- 

cots, Sidmouth, Devon, Builders Exeter Pe tJune 29 
meanearn A Mamgvaal, Pelnte High 
onTHOVER, WiLt1aM ALBERT, Ham nter Hig! 
|, , Court Pet July 2 Ord July 
O’ Brier, Aticz, Grand parade, “aust Hill, Tobacconist 
High Court Pet June 6 Ord July 
| Ocoee Taomas, Grovehurst, nr nA 
Brickfield Foreman Rochester 





urne, Kent, 
Pet July3 Ord July 8 
Onaneae, J aay Hucknall Torka” -y No‘ts, Grocer Aotting- | 


P we, Kdieuing, Uetiongien, Boot Man 

ace, Evizapeta, K u- | 
urer Northampton Pet May 31 Ord Jul 

| Pace, Wituam = Worcester, Coal ant | 


Worcester Pet June 17 Ord July 2 
| Pansoxs, Heeseet Giapstors, Stanground, Peterborou 
— er Merchant King’s Lynn Pet June 27 rd 
Pe. ig Wituam, Abercanaid, Merthyr Tydfil, Repairer 
Merthyr Tydfil’ Pet July 2 Ord July 2 


Jaccrs, Jonx Hexry, Bowling, Bradford, Licensed Vic- | 


Vague, Jous, ut! elton” , Lanes, Painter July 16at3 19, si — Samvei Comme, Handsw: 
Ex 


Birmingham Pet June 23 Ord "June 28 


belay ~ 1 Gzonas Epwaarp, | nner mel _ Jaly 13 at 9.45 Eo Gsoree, Morriston, 5" amen Boot Maker | 


Swansea Pet July 1 Ord July 1 


Sims, Jon~s WaAtrsp, Ya rae Paioter No'tingham © 


Pet July 2 Ord July 2 


Wren, Jonn, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Builder July 15 | Susrresy, Jessuran, 8t Stephen's sq, Bayswater, B oa 
use 


— ees et May 25 Ord J 
sae toy om aN ees 
et ‘July 1 Ord Jaly 1 


| Taxbor fn bndl Roseart, wt ENP But:hr Ashton 


under Lyne Pet July 2 Ord uly 2 
| eecamame ye Epwarp, > 
oner Manchester Pet guy iy July 3 
blag = Joun, Coppull, Lancs, Painter Buiton Pet 
July1 Ord July 
Wacker, Cecit Rawsox, Aston, Birminghim Brass- 
founder Birmingham Pet July2 Ord July 2 
} | Wasane, Georce Hevey, upon Hull, Fish Mer- 
chant Kingston up»m Hull Pet July 2 Ord Jaly 2 
| Wacamuee, Taomas meee, Leigh, Lancs Blacaburn 
Pet July2 Ord July 2 
We.isteev, Georce James, Stamshaw, Portemouth, Job 
Master Portsmouth Pet June2i O.d July 2 
Wars, Witt Ropeat, Barking “s Essex, Butcher 
High Court Pet June4 Ord July 
Witson, Percy, Cleethorpes, Juiner Gt “Grimsby Pet July 
1 Ord July 1 
Woop, Witiiam, Wiswell, or Yosier. Lancs, Farmer 
Blackburn Pet July2 Ord July 
eee notice substituted for ‘at published in 
the London Gazette of May 17 : 
Ricaarpsox, Atrrso Cuaries Tom, “we TH Auc- 
tioneer Birminghaiu Pct May 10 Ord April 11 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Warpen, Jous, stoneleigh, Warwick, Farmer Coventry 
Adjud Nov 13, 1688 Annul July 2, 1907 


London Gastte.—Tusspay, July 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Arey = Liverpool, Dairyman Liverpool Pet 
Jul Ord d July 5 
pe Jaues CuaistTorHer, Soule, Laundry Assistant 
Leeds Pet July5 Ord July 5 
| Byawg, Pargick Jusera, and Wituam Josera Braye, 
ford, seam, Cattle Salesman Salfurd Pet July 5 


ook 








Ju 
CaasTes, Dalebury =, Upper Tooting Wandsworth 
| “"Pedunss Od days 


Cruark, SamMvuEL Bazar, “stoke Newington rd, General 
Stationer Edmonton Pet Jaly5 « rd July5 

——— ARCHIBALD, Burgess Hul, Sussex, Ye Pro- 

rietor Brighton Pet June 17 Ord July 

— Srsepazn N, bahar E.sex, Miller * colchester 
Pet June 22 Ord Jul 

Dopp, Axtaus Henry, pe Horace Jonn ARcHrBaLD 
Waars ey, Bilston, nee Wolverhampton 
Pet July4 Ord iy Se 

Eason, Epwarp, Mi sbr: mah, | Contractor Middles- 
brough Pet July 4 Ord Jui 

Epwarps, WILu4M Sm yitrida Farm, Pentir, 

r Pet July 5 Ord July 5 


‘on, Farme 
Fuicusr, Watters Wai. KER, ng RB Builders’ Merchant’s 
Manager Ipswich Pet Ju'y5 Ord July5 
Gannaz, Antnor, Rye , Machine Joinery 
Manufacturer High Court Pet July5 Ord July 5 
| GouppeRa, wy Penarth =. Commercial , Trave 
Cardiff Pet J: aly 3 Ord July 3 
- ea Colliery 


Harnis, a Jouys, Pantygog, Pont; 

Labourer Cardiff Pet July4 Ord 
| Hint, He oe Fgh st, Bermondsey High Court Pet 
Jonzs, , sacking Mag ion brefi, Cardigan, Labourer Car- 

marthen 

mouth PetJuly5 Ord Jul 

you 

| aaceeeiene Pp — Bown N New Cleethorpes, 

on Tees Pet June 22 Ord July 5 
| Parrcnagp, Isaac, Cartref, Borth, 

Cardi 


Pet July5 Ord July 5 
So pore, Cotteridge, 
Butoh tcher Gt 
} Grimsby Pet July4 Ord July 4 
| Owss, Wituiam, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Boot Dealer 
Aberdare 
nr 
Car Booteeller Aberystwyth Pet ans ed 
y 





Leves, Anpezw Jouy, oa. sc Grocer Ports- 
's Norton, 
Pet J ap : Ord Jul 
| Outven, Witu1am } sy we Printer Stockton 
Pet Jane4 Ord J aly 4 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOoOORGATSB 


FUND. LIMITED, 


ESTAGLISHED IN 891. 


STrRamT, LOnNDoWm, 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








630 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and 


X SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


supervision of the Corporation. 








Suitable losurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property Settled by Counsel, will be sent 
on application. 


rw K-39 Butcher ‘ohton 5 
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Sao, Morais, Leytonstone, Confectioner High Court 
et June 18 “Ord, July 4 
Pan °F J, Wood Green, Draper Edmonton 


Pet July 1 +d Faly 5 
Seencen, Pancr Jouy, 7 Mcllieon rd, Tooting, Physician 
Wandsworth Pet June 18 Ord July 4 ~ 
Vixcert, "Jaume Harry, Brondesbury villas, Kilburn, 
Merchant High Court Pet Feb2t Ord July 4 
Weaver, Cuantes, Ramsey rd, Acton, Auctioneer 
Court Pet July 4 Ord. July 4 
A ded notice hertinated Ser Seat eiehiea So 
the London Gazette of 2 une 21 
Toupxis, Manwinc, Manchester, Tea Merchant Man- 
chester Pet Junme7 Ord June 19 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of June 28: 
Hircutx, Danret, Thornton Heath, Builder Croydon Pet 
May 22 Ord June 25 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bragp, Joun, Compstall, Cheshire, Carrier July 17 at 3 
Off Kee, Byrom st, Manchester 

Buanp, re 7 Bishopston, Bristol, Builder July 17 at 
11.30 ff Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Bopmas, ht. CurisToruer, Leeds, Laundry Assistant 
July 17 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

BeapsHaw, Farperick Jou, Princes rd, Teddington, 
armed July 18 at 11,80 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bri 

CuoLLins, Wnssanere, Royal Tap, Ross, Hereford, Ina- 
keeper July 17 at2 2, Offs > erefo 

Coven, Wittuiam Jous, Anerley July 17 at 3 182, York 
rd, Westminster Bridge 

Cursegeat. Henry Pierce, Oupion. Medical Practitioner 
July 19 at 12 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Dawes, Heasent Grorae, Petersfield, Hants, Baker July 
i7 at3 Cambridge june, High st, Portamouth 

Faerp, Lewis, Heckmondwike, Yorks Mw. bs at 11. Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 

Garwar, ARTHUR, ln, Rye In, Peckham, Shop 
Fitter July 19 at 9.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey +t 

Harais, Hevry Artuua, Coventry, Plumver July 17 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Hitt, Horatio, Tooley st, Bermondsey y iely 22 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hitcuine, Daniz., Thornton ae. Builder July 18 at 12 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Jones, ‘ARTUR ARxop, Sanderstead, Surrey, Commercial 
— July 17 at 12 «182, York rd, Westminster 

ridge 

Jonzs, Joun, Haverfordwest, Butcher July 19 at 1.90 





Dopp, Arravurs Hewry, and Horace Joux Ancuipatp 
Waarexey, Bilston Wolverhampton Pet July4 Ord 


Jul 
BES «9g Hewray Koosex, Tunbridge Wells, Licensed 
Victualler Tun! 


Wells ye Ord J a3 
Easox, Epwanp 


h, 
Pet Suly 4 oaks 
Epwakrps, bai my =! Outver, Pentir, Carnarvon, Farmer 


et July 8 Ord July 5 
win, Heckmondwike Dewsbury Pet July 3 


Seaman ty jl bey I Merchant’s 


Builders’ 
Pet July 5 July 5 


Garwar, a Bye In, Peckham, Machine Joinery 
Manufacturer’ High Court Pet JulyS Ord July 5 
GotpBERa, ase, Penarth, . Commercial Traveller 

Cardiff 8 Ord Jul 


Guren, ss, aner, He os tek Saly Ban String Maker High 


me Jermyn o High Court Pet Feb 12 

0: 5 

Harnis, Wreasan Joux, Pantygog, Pont ~ 7 Colliery 
Labourer Cardiff Pet July4 Ord ~4, 

Hawkes, Faepericxk Caagies, Birming , Commercial 
Traveller Hi wee SS Pet April 5 Ord July 5 

Jongs, Joseru, ddewibrefi, Cardigan, Labourer Car- 
marthen Pet July5 Ord July 5 

iam, = ood Fury ns Hants, Grocer Portsmouth 

y 

Lirscnutz, Esyest, Now Bond st, Concert Agent High 
Court Pet et May’ 2 Ord Jul 

McPuensoy, Dave Cotteridge, ‘ing’s orton, Worcester, 
Draper Birmingham Pet July 4 ond July 4 

Mason, Gecnes Henny, Saien st, 
Court Pet April3 Ord aay 

Mitieatz, Antuus Epwis, New Butcher Gt 
Grimsby Pet July4 Ord July 4 

Owen, Wictian, P iwceibr, Glam, Boot Dealer Aber- 


July 4 Ord July 4 
ester, Tea Merchant Manchester 
June7 Ord; a. 


Ord 

Vow Bucs, Casi Syeeeees. | Sun ct, Cornhill High Court 
Pet April 20 Ord July 5 

Watt, Evcas Groraz, Osterley Pk, | Isleworth, Journalist 
Brentford Pet May3 Ord July 4 

Warp, Atrrep Jonny, Richmond, Coal Merchant Wands- 
worlh Pet June 13 Ord July 4 

Weaver, Cuartes, Ramsay rd, Acton, Auctioneer High 
Court Pet July4 Ord July 4 


| Fe 








a , Mameging Clerk (unadmitted) 





MONE Y LENT PRIVATELY 

hours’ notice £%5 to £2,000 on NOTE 
HaNO ALONE, also upon Life Life Leases, Dest 
towing tars 


£50 .. 
£100 ... 12 








LDJ aweY CHAMBERS.—Well-lighted 
Two lane uiet Offices To be Let on Lower Ground ; 


for Principals divisible into three 

waiting-room, and store for papers ; 
otaling anielie hres A rag A, ay 
’ _ Bern 
Tewson, Rionanpsox, & Co., 80, oe 


AYMOND HOUSE, 32, Thecbels'e-sead, 





Ra wo. — 
Patel sg ben of awteeke Of te from 
£40,— Apply Gro. Wayuourn, Architect, on the 





EDFORD ROW.—In a Modern Building, 
5 with electric elevator, To be Let, capital 
and excellent Offices at low 


Ground Floor Basement ; also 
gente. — Ago Siam. Jons, Laxo, & Co,, 27, Chancery- 
lane, W. 


ONSDALE CHAMBERS, 27, Chansons 
lane.—Capital Offices To be Let in this bui 

use of lift; rents moderate.—Apply to 

Jorzs, Co., at the I Estate Office on premises, 


uDaAss HILU.—S8t. Paul’s-chambers.— 








Temperance Halil, Pembroke Dock t; left through death of . 
Joszra, us, Pontypridd, Tobacconist July 19 at 11 Of neipal, whous he was with 28 years; ex ced in | Private offices, sub-division ; 
‘ost Office chmbrs, Pontypridd ing and General work.—Address H. H., care of | Counter, and } decorations to suit tenant; rent £145. 
Laven, Am Pte Joun, Fareham, Hants, Grocer July 17 at The } Law-Book Co. (Ltd.), Lin-oln s-inn- gate, Carey- | AJso a smaller rent £60.—H. Marxs, 19, 
4 Cambridge june, High st, Portsmouth pmb » EC. 








Lewis, Davin, Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil, Hauli 
26 at 2,1 15 Uff Rec, Couuty Court, Townhall, Merthyr 


LoneButTom, Peractvat, Dewsbury, School Teacher July 
18 — 12 Off Reo, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dews- 


bur 
mus 5 ) and Henry Joserun Powsg.t, Ynismedw, 


SOLICITOR (aged 32; admitted in 1898) 


Desires Managing Clerkebip in ood office, Ci rm 
ferred, with view to p; eight years’ 


salary by y arrangement references exchanged 
a A. ease of igus & Holman, 6, Great ot vindeee 
street, B.C. 





lam, Builders July 18at11.45 Off Rec, 31, Al d 

rd, Swansea 

Mizrox, Avsgert Epwarp, Highbridge, Somerset, Grocer 
July 17 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Morcans, Txomas, Cwmgwrach, Glynneath, Glam, 
Labourer July 18 at 12.15 Off Reo, 31, Alexandra rd, 
Swansea 

Norpaeim, Bernarp, Commercial rd, Baker July 18 at 11 
Bankruptcy b dgs, Carey st 

Pansy, Freperiox Witi1aMm, Pontnewynydd, Mon, Builder 
July 17 at 11 Off Bec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 

on 

Puiturs, Wituiam, Abercanaid, Merthyr Tydfil, Repairer 

J ae at2 Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr 


Powis, wi Pont: mma, China Dealer July 19 at 
10.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbre, Pont; id 

a ag SAMUEL ee Crockett’s ay, 
Commission Agent July 17 at 11.30 191, Corporation 


st, 
Paorext, Gr bean Morriston, Boot Maker July 18 at 2.30 
1, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
4 yd Leytonstone, Confectioner July 18 at 11 
kruptey bldgs, Oarey st 
Ta.sor, Josera Ropert, Stalybridge, Butcher July 17 at 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st Manchester 
Turon, George Epwarp, Hotham, Yorks, Farmer July 
l7atl Off Ree, Figtree in, Sheffield 
Vinceyt, James Haray, Brondesbury Rt mow — yw 
Merchant July 18at1 Bankruptcy bid 
Wacxes, Ceci Rawson, Aston, Birmingham, eRrasafo ie 
July 19 at 11.30 191, Corporation at, — 
Wa.xer, Groncr Hawry, Kingston u Mer- 
ot Jul LA 1l Off Reo, Yo a City Bonk chmbrs, 


st, ee, Auctioneer July 17 

ptey bldgs, Ca: 

£m nde 

pepemped, Dairyman Liverpool Pet 

«, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 

Bon” 2 Grd July 6 
DMaN, James Curistornen, Leeds, Laundry Assistant 
mg Pet July § Oid JulyS 

Brown, Joux Groner, West Bestiegedt, Builder Sunder- 


d Pet May7 Ord Jul 
Byryz, Ro ig om Josern, an 


wgate, 
WraverC Cuancon, Hi 
at 12 


Arxivsoy, Jony, 
July 8 Ord July 
Biaxp, W M, 


Wwnseet Joszrn Brawn, 


, Lancs, Cattle Salford Pet July 8 
Ord aa uly 5 
Ctank, Samus. Heway, Stoke Newington rd, Stationer 
Edmonton Pet duly 5 Ord july 6 “ 
Corapsrt, Henry ROR, 
Be Medical aitioner Cro Bet mas May 9 Ord ord daly 6 
Avis, James, ye he Lewes 


QOLrorroR (ander 85 ye years of age) Wanted 
Managing Bolici Practising in 
® British Colony in the East ; pb yd 
and well acquainted with 5 tat, po Prac aa 
Solicitors’ J 





Gale th Chaeen Ly a urnal and Weekly Reporter” 
QOLICFFOR (26; M.A. Camb.), who has 
ith one of the leading firms in 


London, Desires Post in a firm for — otek ee first 


twelve months where he could = == 
in Conveyancing, with a view Clorbehip an and ultimate 
Purchase of Partnership, in some town not less than ten 

or more thsn huts iles from ——— —Apply to X. Y. 
care of Frost's, 5, -street, Wimbledon. 

ANTED, at once, a Youn, 


neiples, preferably t in Sy 
“é Liberal principles, ation Work,— orang 
, care of Farrington’s Library, Not: ghill-gate, i 


AW BOOKE at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 


Send for List. rs 
Charing ros 





Solicitor, of 


A. 





vA TR VT Bent 
BOOKS BOUG W. & G. For.z, 135, 


of Law Gommertil oot shee 
LATEST yp nren State wants. 
t. Discount. 
on 





AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For 


pa 25 per cent. will be taken off the 
Atspath Coated $t aus 
Hriefeand Desfte < ~ 2 3 per 30 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand .. «.. 0 2 per folio. 
Full Copies = = 3 fae 
PAPER.— “per ‘sheet; Deaft, $4, ditto 
Parchment, 1s. 64. to @a. per 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Holborn, B.C. 





LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 
J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
he old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW OOSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACOUUNTANT. 
Gi & 62, GHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep mm Tas Reex or Wise & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVBB SUITS IN CLOTH @ VBLVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
‘| The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


Soe 


juisite under the above Acts 
Every req supplied on the 
eta os nae 
Seta dq nt ani and 
Solicitors’ Account 


RICHARD FLINT & & CO., 








@®, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. Bs 
ante’ Inn). (corner of 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and | \ied. 


M* 4SERLINE and DEVANT’S 
oe 8 cade. 














Pot June il Ora Jol Ord July 6 


Gueemesen Chane Ciiass petite ent Stuy Sy Shy 
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SPITZBERGEN, NORWAY, 


THE BALTIC, 
PLEASURE 


By P. & 0. Steam 


CRUISES. 
Yacht VECTIS 


6,000 tons. 
6,000 h.p. 





August 14. 2! Days. 


Fares from 21 Guineas. 


LONDON to the BALTIC and NORTHERN CAPITALS, NORWAY, 


SWEDEN, 


DENMARK, and HOLLAND. 





For Illustrated Programme apply to the Company’s Offices, 


and 122, Leadenhall-street, E.C., London. 


Northumberland-avenue, W.C., 





PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO NORWAY 


BY THE 
ORIENT COMPANY’S §.8, “OPHIR,” 
6,814 Tons Reg., 10,000 H.P. 
Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN, 
27th July. BaLHOLMEN or FRETHEIM, 


10th & LOEN, MEROK, NAES and ODDA. 


24th Aug. 1% Days’ delightful Cruise for 


13 Guineas and upwards. 


Managers : 
F. GREEN & CO.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices: FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON. 


For ‘re epply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, ; or to the West End Branch Office, 28 
Cockspur-street, 8.W 


FULEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LiMiTED. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 
PaRliamentary Britis, Minutes or Evipence, Booxs or 
Reverence, Statements or Ciuarm, Answers, &0., &o, 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 





Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
AND WEEKLY REPORTER. 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 


(MADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION.— 

REALISTIC TABLEAU, The BURNING of 
ROME. Mr. Beerbohm Tree in the character of Nero. 
Lifelike i Model of the late Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 








8. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


‘ST. ANDREW'S HOSPITAL 
MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON. 


| For the Upper and Middle Classes only. 


PRestpent : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 


| The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northam Station of the 
| London and North-Western and Mi ways, and 
one-and-a-half hours ay from ee aad is surrounded 
| by more than 100 acres of pleasure gro 
The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to ry 2 a “week, acneating 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may 


* | reduced by the Committee of Management under wT 


circumstances. 


Patients paying higher rates can have Attendants, 


Special 
Horses and oe: and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
Moulton < ark, a branch establishment, two miles from the 


ospi' 
There is also a Seaside H Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall 


Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, bematitalty situated in a park o 

180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 

wae a information apply to the Medical Superin- 
en 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


or under the Inebriates Acts. 
o Resident Physicians. 


Terms i} to3} Guineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R- 
Telephone : Buntingford 8. Telegraphic Address: 


‘* SUPERINTENDENT, HILLSIDE, BONTINGFORD.” 





Privatel 








Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., a apo 
gD. HOGG, M.B.C.8., &., 
i ical 5 


‘ed: 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RicxmansworrTs. 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOUBNE HOUSE, LEICESTEE. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
Medical Attendant : a SEVESTRE, M.A., 
. H. RILEY, Assoc. Boc. 
£2 Experience. Excellen 
References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
TELEGRaPHic ADDRESS: 








“ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





By order of the Owners.—Low Reserves. 
HORNSBY .—77, Westfield-road.—Desirable bog Ie 
hold Residence, containing 6 rooms, scullery, 
pene in rear. Rental value £30. Lease about 
— Ground-rent £6 10s. Poesession.— = ioe 
allas Brett, Esq., Guildford-street, Chertsey 
CLAPHAM COMMON.—50, Victoria-road. we ay 
stations and few minutes of trams and ’buses to all; — 
Contains 10 rooms, bath-room, and usual offices. D: 
modern. Well ada for two families, Lease 78 ye 
a ay £8. F = 
y order of the Mortgagees.—Low Reserves. 
as et £ —45, -road (nr Met. and L.N. 
y.). — Desirable long Leasehold Residence, contai 
er th, 2 w.c.’s, and usual offices. Re 
value £65. ‘Lease. about 92 years, Ground-rent £71 
ee me a s, Messrs, Upton & Britton, - 


NEWINGTON IN GREEN, — 2, Ferntower-road. — B 
windowed Terrace House (or Canonbury and d 
Park Station, N.L. Ry.). Contains}8 rooms, scullery ¢ : 
usual offices. tal value £45. Lease 42 years. Grow 
rent £6 6s. Possession. 

CANONBORY.—3, Canonbury-park North.—Fine 
hold Residence, contains 10 rooms, bath-room, sculler 
and usual offices. Garden entrance from Grane-ro 
Rental value £55, Lease about 29 years. Ground. 





£5 10s. Possession. 

BARNES.—127, White Hart-lane.— Pleasantly situat 
Corner Residence. Contains seven rooms, ba! 
and two w.c’s. Garden back and front. Lease about 

years. Ground-rent £5. Rental value £32, Possessia 

TWICKENHAM, — Holmes-road, Strawberry-hill. — —1 
well-built Freehold Residences, known as “ Fernda 
and “‘ Holmstead.’’ Close to Strawberry-hill and Twic 
ham Stations (L.8.W. Railway), and electric t 
Each contains seven rooms, bath, scullery, two w.c’ a6 
usual offices. Fitted throughout with electric 
“ Holmstead” let at £30. ‘“ Ferndale’’ (with posse 
rental value £30. 

ISLINGTON.—12, Denmark- road. — Four-sto: 
containing eight rooms, two w.c’s, and usual o' 
good decorative repair. Lease 36 years. 
£7 10s. Rental value £42, Possession. 

HOLLOWAY.—19, Windsor-road, Seven Sisters-road. 
Well-built Terrace House, containing seven roc 
scullery and usual offices. Recently re-decorated. 
stable in rear. Lease about 45 years. Ground. 

£6 6s. Rental value £45. Possession. 

LOWER EDMONTON.—Compact Weekly Estate, Nos. 
to 47 (odd), Cedars-road.—Each contains nine roon 
bath, scullery, and usual offices. Let in Flats 

roducing lls. each, or per annum £657 16s, 
aren about 91 years. Ground-rent £5 5s, 0 
No. 1, Cedars-road, Shopand premises, Let on in 
lease. Rental £40, Ground-rent £8 8s. Lease 91 y 
—Solicitors, Messrs, “— Sons, & Sandeman, 2! 
Northampton-square, E 

h R. FRANK E. WIDDOWSON will offe 

the above PROPERTIES for SALE by — f 

AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 

THURSDAY, Eg ey 3 1, 1907, at TWO oelock oe prec 
Parti the Solicitors ; and of the Anema 





Sep 





City-road, E, & and 7, Hornsey Rise, N. 
Central, 

AUCTION SALES. 
N ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTION 

take place MONTHLY, B the MART, and | 

dele every Gomiption of Fee rtv. Printed terms cal 
- “of ail ‘kinds, and 

2 Surveys, give sped 


Sons 
ig ae and 17, Tokenhouse~ 
E.C. (next to the Auction Mart). 


rorzze, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSEL 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 


or 
MILLS AND ee ued 
PLANT AND MACHINERY 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 
Telegraphic Address—‘ Futizx, Horsry, Loxpos.” 
Telephone No. 746 Avexuz. 








N ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, P. 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West 
Hoses which they have for Sale. Particulars on appli 
tion. Surveys and Valuations made for all purposes. 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VE 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free om se 
application to 4 


BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, ¥ 











